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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4107 

National  Action  for  Foster 
Children  Week 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

A  child  without  love  lives  in  a  cruel  and  often  terrifying  world. 
Yet  in  our  midst  each  year  are  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  million  children — 
of  all  ages,  all  ethnic  groups,  some  with  health  handicaps,  many 
bearing  the  emotional  scars  of  life’s  experiences — who  no  longer  live 
with  their  natural  parents.  They  need  love,  and  their  best  hope  often 
rests  with  foster  parents. 

Time  and  again,  experience  has  shown  that  these  children  grow  and 
develop  better  when  they  have  the  individualized  love  and  nurture  of 
a  generous  foster  father  and  mother.  If  deprived  of  close  parental 
relationship,  children — especially  young  children — are  often  damaged 
for  life  in  their  emotional  and  intellectual  growth.  Today  many  more 
foster  parents  are  needed  for  the  children  in  our  society  who,  for 
whatever  the  reason,  cannot  remain  in  their  own  homes. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  of  April  9 
through  April  15,  1972,  as  National  Action  for  Foster  Children  Week. 

I  urge  national,  State  and  local  government  officials,  voluntary 
agencies  and  private  groups  during  that  week  to  give  special  attention 
to  the  needs  of  foster  children,  to  plan  concerted  action  between 
agencies  and  citizens  for  improving  and  expanding  services  for  foster 
children,  to  assist  in  the  rehabilitation  of  their  families,  and  to  help 
recruit  more  foster  parents. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
eleventh  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
seventy-two,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America 
the  one  hundred  ninety-sixth. 


[FR  Doc.72-2333  Filed  2-1 1-72;  12: 14  pm] 
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EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11647 

Federal  Regional  Councils 

The  proper  functioning  of  Government  requires  the  development  of 
closer  working  relationships  between  major  Federal  grantmaking  agencies 
and  State  and  local  government  and  improved  coordination  of  the 
categorical  grant  system. 

I  have  heretofore  directed  the  Domestic  Council  to: 

( 1 )  receive  and  develop  information  necessary  for  assessing  national 
domestic  needs  and  defining  national  domestic  goals,  and  to  develop  for 
the  President  alternative  proposals  for  reaching  those  goals; 

(2)  collaborate  with  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
others  in  the  determination  of  national  domestic  priorities  for  the 
allocation  of  available  resources; 

(3)  collaborate  with  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
others  to  assure  a  continuing  review  of  ongoing  programs  from  the 
standpoint  of  their  relative  contributions  to  national  goals  as  compared 
with  their  use  of  available  resources;  and 

(4)  provide  policy  advice  to  the  President  on  domestic  issues. 

Furthermore,  I  have  assigned  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  the  responsibility  for  assisting  the  President  in  developing  efficient 
coordinating  mechanisms  to  implement  Government  activities  and  to 
expand  interagency  cooperation.  Three  years  ago  I  directed  that  the 
senior  regional  officials  of  certain  of  the  grantmaking  agencies  convene 
themselves  in  regional  councils  to  better  coordinate  their  services  to 
Governors,  Mayors,  and  the  public. 

I  have  now  determined  that  the  measures  presented  by  this  Order 
would  assure  improved  service  to  the  public. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as 
President  of  the  United  States,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

Section  \.  Federal  Regional  Councils,  (a)  There  is  hereby  established 
a  Federal  Regional  Council  for  each  of  the  ten  standard  Federal  regions. 
Each  Council  shall  be  composed  of  the  directors  of  the  regional  offices  of 
the  Departments  of  Labor,  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  the  Secretarial  Representative  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  and  the  directors  of  the  regional  offices  of  the 
Office  of  Economic  Opportunity,  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
and  the  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration.  The  President 
shall  designate  one  member  of  each  such  Council  as  Chairman  of  that 
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Council  and  such  Chairman  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President. 
Representatives  of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  may 
participate  in  any  deliberations  of  each  Council. 

(b)  Each  member  of  each  Council  may  designate  an  alternate  who 
shall  serve  as  a  member  of  the  Council  involved  Whenever  the  regular 
member  is  unable  to  attend  any  meeting  of  the  Council. 

(c)  When  the  Chairman  determines  that  matters  which  significantly 
affect  the  interests  of  Federal  agencies  which  are  not  represented  on  any 
such  Council  are  to  be  considered  by  that  Council,  he  shall  invite  the 
regional  director  or  other  appropriate  representative  of  the  agency 
involved  to  participate  in  the  deliberations  of  the  Council. 

Sec.  2.  Functions  of  the  Councils.  Each  Federal  Regional  Council 
shall  be  constituted  as  a  body  within  which  the  participating  agencies 
will,  under  the  general  policy  formulation  of  the  Under  Secretaries 
Group,  and  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible,  conduct  their  grantmaking 
activities  in  concert  through: 

( 1 )  the  development  of  short-term  regional  interagency  strategies  and 
mechanisms  for  program  delivery; 

( 2 )  the  development  of  integrated  program  and  funding  plans  with 
Governors  and  local  chief  executives; 

( 3 )  the  encouragement  of  joint  and  complementary  grant  applications 
for  related  programs; 

(4)  the  expeditious  resolution  of  interagency  conflicts  and  coordina¬ 
tion  problems; 

(5)  the  evaluation  of  programs  in  which  two  or  more  member 

agencies  participate ;  N 

(6)  the  development  of  long-term  regional  interagency  and  inter¬ 
governmental  strategies  for  resource  allocations  to  better  respond  to  the 
needs  of  States  and  local  communities; 

(7)  the  supervision  of  regional  interagency  program  coordination 
mechanisms;  and 

(8)  the  development  of  administrative  procedures  to  facilitate 
day-to-day  interagency  and  intergovernmental  cooperation. 

Sec.  3.  Under  Secretaries  Group  for  Regional  Operations.  There  is 
hereby  established  an  “Under  Secretaries  Group  for  Regional  Opera¬ 
tions”  which  shall  be  composed  of  the  Under  Secretaries  of  Labor, 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
and  Transportation,  the  Administrator  of  the  Law  Enforcement  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration,  the  Deputy  Director  of  the  Office  of  Economic 
Opportunity,  the  Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  and  the  Associate  Director  of  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  who  shall  serve  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Group.  When  the 
Chairman  determines  that  matters  which  significantly  affect  the  interest 
of  Federal  agencies  which  are  not  represented  on  the  Group  are  to  be 
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considered  by  the  Group,  he  shall  invite  an  appropriate  representative 
of  the  agency  involved  to  participate  in  the  deliberations  of  the  Group. 
The  Under  Secretaries  Group  for  Regional  Operations  shall,  consistent 
with  the  objectives  and  priorities  established  by  the  President  and  the 
Domestic  Council,  establish  policy  with  respect  to  Federal  Regional  Coun¬ 
cil  matters,  provide  guidance  to  the  Councils,  respond  to  their  initiatives, 
and  seek  to  resolve  policy  issues  referred  to  it  by  the  Councils.  The  Under 
Secretaries  Group,  under  the  Chairmanship  of  the  Associate  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  shall  be  responsible  for  the 
proper  functioning  of  the  system  established  by  this  Order. 

Sec.  4.  Construction.  Nothing  in  this  Order  shall  be  construed  as 
subjecting  any  department,  establishment,  or  other  instrumentality  of 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Federal  Government  or  the  head  thereof, 
or  any  function  vested  by  law  in  or  assigned  pursuant  to  law  to  any  such 
agency  or  head,  to  the  authority  of  any  other  such  agency  or  head  or 
as  abrogating,  modifying,  or  restricting  any  such  function  in  any  manner. 


The  White  House, 

February  10,  1972 

[FR  Doc.72-2332  Filed  2-1 1-72;  12: 14  pm] 
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Title  7 — AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 

(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

[Amdt.  1] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Upland  Cotton  Set-Aside 

Program  for  Crop  Years  1971— 73 

Farm  Yield  and  Payment  Rates 

On  September  14,  1971,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  regarding  determi¬ 
nations  with  respect  to  the  1972  crop  of 
upland  cotton  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (36  F.R.  18412) .  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  and  recommendations  re¬ 
garding  the  determinations  within  24 
days.  The  comments  received  have  been 
duly  considered. 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  by  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1970,  Public  Law  91-524,  84  Stat.  1358. 
The  basis  and  purposes  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  are  as  follows: 

1.  To  change  all  references  to  “Form 
ASCS-378”  in  the  regulations  to  “Form 
ASCS-516”.  A  new  Form  ASCS-516  will 
be  used  beginning  with  the  1972  program. 

2.  To  announce  the  approved  alter¬ 
nate  crops  for  1972  and  to  provide  that 
the  per  acre  reduction  shall  be  at  a  fair 
and  reasonable  rate  as  determine  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  instructions  issued  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator. 

3.  To  set  forth  the  cropland  set-aside 
percentage  for  1972. 

4.  To  amend  the  provisions  for  ad¬ 
justing  cotton  yields  in  relation  to  the 
previous  year’s  production. 

5.  To  announce  the  1971  regular  pay¬ 
ment  rate. 

6.  To  delete  for  1972  the  provision  re¬ 
lating  to  a  payment  reduction -when  an 
acreage  that  receives  prevented  planting 
or  failed  acreage  credit  is  planted  to  an¬ 
other  nonconserving  crop  or  designated 
as  set-aside  acreage.  However,  acreage 
considered  as  planted  to  cotton  may  not 
be  designated  as  set-aside  acreage  in 
1972. 

7.  To  incorporate  by  reference  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Part  796  prohibiting  the 
making  of  payments  to  program  partici¬ 
pants  who  harvest  or  knowingly  permit 
to  be  harvested  for  illegal  use  marihuana 
or  other  such  drug-producing  plants  on 
any  part  of  the  lands  owned  or  controlled 
by  them. 

The  regulations  governing  the  Upland 
Cotton  Set-Aside  Program  for  Crop 
Years  1971-73,  36  F.R.  15516,  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 


1.  Sections  722.801,  722.804,  722.811, 
722.812,  722.816,  and  722.819  are  amended 
by  striking  out  “Form  ASCS-378”  and 
“Form  378”  wherever  they  appear  and 
substituting  “Form  ASCS-516”  and 
“Form  516”,  respectively. 

2.  Section  722.805  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (b)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  722.805  Set-aside  acres. 

*  *  *  «  • 

(b)  For  1972,  the  set-aside  require¬ 
ment  shall  be  20  percent  of  the  farm  base 
acreage  allotment. 

(c)  For  1973,  the  set-aside  require¬ 
ment  shall  be  announced  by  amendment 
to  this  subpart. 

3.  Section  722.808  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  last  proviso  in  paragraph  (a) 
and  adding  a  new  sentence  at  the  end 
of  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  722.808  Farm  yield  and  payment  rates. 

(a)  *  *  *  Provided  further,  That  the 
average  yield  established  for  the  farm  for 
any  year  shall  not  be  less  than  ( 1  >  the 
yield  used  in  making  payments  in  the 
preceding  year  multiplied  by  (2)  the  ratio 
(not  to  exceed  1.0)  obtained  by  dividing 
the  total  cotton  production  on  the  farm 
in  such  preceding  year  by  the  product 
of  the  yield  used  in  making  payments  for 
the  farm  for  such  preceding  year  times 
the  farm  base  acreage  allotment  for  such 
preceding  year  and  the  yield  as  adjusted 
pursuant  to  this  proviso  (if  greater  than 
the  actual  yield)  shall  be  used  in  com¬ 
puting  yields  for  future  years. 

(b)  *  *  *  Pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  foregoing  sentence,  the  Secretary 
determined  that  the  regular  payment 
rate  for  1971  is  7.01  cents. 

4.  Section  722.812  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraphs  (h)  (2)  and  (i)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  722.812  Payment*. 

***** 

(h)  *  *  * 

(2)  For  1972,  the  approved  alternate 
crops  are  castor  beans,  crambe,  guar, 
mustard  seed,  plantago  ovato,  safflower, 
sesame,  and  sunflower.  The  per  acre  re¬ 
duction  for  set-aside  acreage  devoted  to 
approved  alternate  crops  shall  be  at  a 
fair  and  reasonable  rate  as  determined 
in  accordance  with  instructions  issued 
by  the  Deputy  Administrator. 

(i)  The  regulations  in  Part  796  of  this 
chapter  prohibiting  the  making  of  pay¬ 
ments  to  program  participants  who  har¬ 
vest  or  knowingly  permit  to  be  harvested 
for  illegal  use  marihuana  or  other  such 
prohibited  drug-producing  plants  on  any 
part  of  the  lands  owned  or  controlled  by 
them  are  applicable  to  this  program. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(Sec.  103,  84  Stat.  1374.  7  U.S.C.  1444) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

| FR  Doc.72-2160  Filed  2-11-72:8:52  am| 

Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Lemon  Reg.  520 1 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  910.820  Lemon  Regulation  520. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910;  36  F.R.  9061),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  lemons,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  <5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  section 
must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time:  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting:  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
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aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  February  8,  1372. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period 
February  13,  through  February  19,  1972, 
is  hereby  fixed  at  190,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  ‘•handled'’ 
and  “carton(s)”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  9,  1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-2170  Filed  2-ll-72;8:48  am] 


Chapter  XVIII — Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

[  AL-986(440) ;  FHA  Ins.  440.7] 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

PART  1823— ASSOCIATION  LOANS 
AND  GRANTS — COMMUNITY  FA¬ 
CILITIES,  DEVELOPMENT,  CONSER¬ 
VATION,  UTILIZATION 

PART  1890— EVALUATION,  REVIEW, 
AND  COORDINATION  OF  PROJECTS 
REQUIRING  FHA  ASSISTANCE 

Evaluation,  Review,  and  Coordination 
of  Projects  Requiring  FHA  Assistance 

Subchapter  G,  Miscellaneous  Regula¬ 
tions,  Chapter  XVIII,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  trans¬ 
ferring  and  redesignating  Part  18901, 
“Evaluation,  Review,  and  Coordination 
of  Projects  Requiring  FHA  Assistance.” 
(35  F.R.  14914,  September  25,  1970.)  The 
said  part  is  transferred  to  Subchapter  B, 
Part  1823  of  this  chapter  and  redesig¬ 
nated  as  Subpart  M  of  this  part.  Part 
18901  is  hereby  vacated. 

Subchapter  B,  Loans  and  Grants  Pri¬ 
marily  for  Real  Estate  Purposes  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  Subpart  M, 
“Evaluation,  Review,  and  Coordination 
of  Projects  Requiring  FHA  Assistance.” 
This  new  subpart  is  a  revision  of  the 
redesignated  Part  18901  and  implements 
the  provisions  of  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Circular  A-95,  revised 
February  9, 1971.  It  is  applicable  to  loans 
and  grants  made  under  Subparts  A,  B,  D, 
G,  H,  I,  J,  K,  and  L  of  this  part. 

The  new  subpart  M  reads  as  follows: 


Subpart  M — Evaluation,  Review,  and 
Coordination  of  Projects  Requiring  FHA  Assistance 
Sec. 

1823.371  General. 

1823.372  Soope. 

1823.373  Definitions. 

1823.374  Project  notification  and  review 

system. 

Authority  :  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
M  issued  under  sec.  339,  75  Stat.  318,  7  US.C. 
1989;  Order  of  Acting  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  36  F.R.  21S29;  Order  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  for  Rural  Development 
and  Conservation,  36  F.R.  21529. 

Subpart  M — Evaluation,  Review,  and 

Coordination  of  Projects  Requiring 

FHA  Assistance 

§  1823.371  General. 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to  im¬ 
plement  the  provisions  of  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular 
A-95,  Revised  February  9, 1971.  This  sub¬ 
part  is  applicable  to  loans  and  grants 
made  under  Subparts  A,  B,  D,  G,  H,  I,  J, 
K,  and  L  of  this  part. 

§  1823.372  Scope. 

(a)  OMB  Circular  A-95  provides  that 
rules  and  regulations  will  be  established 
concerning  the  formulation,  evaluation, 
and  review  of  Federal  programs  and 
projects  having  a  significant  impact  on 
area  and  community  development,  in¬ 
cluding  programs  providing  Federal  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  States  and  localities.  This 
subpart  applies  to  the  following  FHA 
programs. 

(1)  Rural  water  and  waste  disposal 
facilities. 

(2)  Comprehensive  area  wide  water 
and  sewer  planning  grants. 

(3)  Watershed  protection  and  flood 
prevention. 

(4)  Resource  conservation  and  devel¬ 
opment. 

(5)  Shift-in-land-use  projects  (except 
grazing  associations). 

(6)  Soil  and  water  conservation  proj¬ 
ects  (except  loans  to  Soil  and  Water  Con¬ 
servation  Districts  for  equipment) . 

(b)  The  Soil  Conservation  Service  lias 
the  responsibility  for  clearing  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  and  Re¬ 
source  Conservation  and  Development 
plans  through  the  respective  clearing¬ 
houses  referred  to  in  §  1823.373(e).  The 
clearance  will  apply  to  individual  proj¬ 
ects  within  the  watershed  work  plans.  It 
may  not  apply  to  all  projects  mentioned 
in  Resource  Conservation  and  Develop¬ 
ment  plans.  When  an  application  for  a 
Watershed  Protection,  Flood  Prevention, 
or  Resource  Conservation  and  Develop¬ 
ment  loan  is  received,  the  FHA  State 
Director  will  determine  from  the  State 
Soil  Conservation  Service  Conservation¬ 
ist  whether  the  specific  project  has  been 
cleared,  and  if  cleared,  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  comments  which  may  have  been 
made.  If  a  specific  project  has  not  been 
cleared,  the  State  Director  will  request 
the  applicant  to  obtain  clearance  in 
accordance  with  this  subpart. 

§  1823.373  Definitions. 

Terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  following  meaning: 


(a)  “State”  means  any  State  of  the 
United  States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Puerto  Rico,  any  territory  or  posesssion 
of  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  or 
instrumentality  of  the  State,  but  does 
not  include  the  governments  of  the  polit¬ 
ical  subdivisions  of  the  State. 

(b)  “Unit  of  General  Local  Govern¬ 
ment”  means  any  city,  county,  town, 
parish,  village,  or  other  general  purpose 
subdivision  of  a  State. 

(c)  “Special  Purpose  Unit  of  Local 
Government”  means  any  special  district, 
public-purpose  corporation,  or  other 
strictly  limited  purpose  political  subdivi¬ 
sion  of  a  State,  but  shall  not  include  a 
school  district. 

(d)  “Metropolitan  Area”  means  a 
Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area 
as  established  by  the  OMB,  subject,  how¬ 
ever,  to  such  modifications  and  exten¬ 
sions  as  the  OMB  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  section 
204  of  the  Demonstration  Cities  and 
Metropolitan  Development  Act  of  1966, 
and  these  regulations. 

(e)  “Clearinghouse”  includes  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  An  agency  of  the  State  govern¬ 
ment  designated  by  the  Governor  or  by 
State  law. 

(2)  A  nonmetropolitan  regional  com¬ 
prehensive  planning  agency  (hereinafter 
-referred  to  as  a  “regional  clearing¬ 
house”)  designated  by  the  Governor  (or 
Governors  in  the  case  of  regions  extend¬ 
ing  into  more  than  one  State)  or  by 
State  law. 

(3)  A  metropolitan  area  wide  agency 
that  has  been  recognized  by  the  OMB  as 
an  appropriate  agency  to  perform  review 
functions  under  section  204  of  the  Dem¬ 
onstration  Cities  and  Metropolitan  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1966. 

(f )  “Application”  means  all  items  nor¬ 
mally  required  in  order  to  prepare  the 
Letter  of  Conditions,  such  as  the  pre¬ 
liminary  engineering  report,  proposed 
budget,  financial  statement,  and  proj¬ 
ect  summary.  This  definition  is  for  the 
purpose  of  this  subpart  only. 

§  1823.374  Project  notification  and  re¬ 
view  system. 

An  outline  is  available  in  State  and 
county  offices  to  illustrate  the  operation 
of  the  Project  Notification  and  Review 
System. 

(a)  Notification.  Any  association  un¬ 
dertaking  to  apply  for  financial  assist¬ 
ance  of  the  type  listed  in  §  1823.372(a) 
will  file  written  notifications  of  its  in¬ 
tent  to  apply  for  such  assistance  with 
the  State  clearinghouse  and  with  the 
proper  metropolitan  or  regional 
clearinghouse. 

(1)  For  projects  located  in  metropol¬ 
itan  areas,  notifications  will  be  filed  si¬ 
multaneously  with  the  State  clearing¬ 
house  and  with  the  appropriate 
metropolitan  or  regional  clearinghouse. 

(2)  For  projects  located  in  other  than 
metropolitan  areas,  notifications  will  be 
filed  simultaneously  with  the  State  and 
regional  clearinghouses. 
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(3)  Notifications  should  be  sent  to  the 
appropriate  clearinghouses  at  the  earli¬ 
est  feasible  time  in  order  to  assure  max¬ 
imum  time  for  effective  coordination  and 
so  as  not  to  delay  orderly  consideration 
of  a  project. 

(4)  The  applicant  may  use  Standard 
Form  101,  “Application — Federal  As¬ 
sistance  for  Public  Works  and  Facility- 
Type  Projects,”  as  the  notification  or 
such  other  method  as  the  clearinghouses 
involved  may  prefer.  Standard  Form  101 
may  be  referred  to  other  agencies  when 
necessary  to  determine  jurisdiction  prior 
to  receiving  clearinghouse  comments. 
The  county  supervisor  may  assist  with 
the  preparation  of  the  notification  if 
requested  to  do  so.  The  notification  must 
contain  the  following  summary  de¬ 
scription  of  the  project: 

(i)  Identity  of  the  applicant  agency, 
organization,  or  individual. 

(ii)  The  geographic  location  of  the 
project  to  be  assisted. 

(iii)  A  brief  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  by  type,  purpose,  general 
size  or  scale,  estimated  cost,  beneficiaries, 
or  other  characteristics  which  will  en¬ 
able  the  clearinghouses  to  identify  agen¬ 
cies  of  State  or  local  government  having 
plans,  programs,  or  projects  that  might 
be  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(iv)  The  Federal  program  and  agency 
under  which  assistance  will  be  sought. 

(v)  The  estimated  date  by  which  time 
the  applicant  expects  to  formally  file  an 
application.  This  will  be  not  less  than  30 
calendar  days  after  the  date  the  clear¬ 
inghouse  will  receive  the  notification. 

<vi)  A  statement  as  to  whether  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  is 
required.  Environmental  Impact  State¬ 
ments  will  be  prepared  if  the  project  will 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the 
environment. 

(b)  Establishing  clearinghouses.  The 
State  Director  should  work  closely  with 
Governors  in  implementing  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  OMB  Circular  A-95.  A  list  of 
clearinghouses  designated  to  review  ap¬ 
plications  in  each  State  is  available  at 
any  FHA  office.  A  complete  listing  is 
available  at  the  FHA  National  Office, 
14th  and  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20250.  Applications  in 
regional  areas  not  covered  by  the  list 
may  be  processed  under  existing  FHA 
requirements  until  regional  clearing¬ 
houses  have  been  established  for  the 
area.  However,  this  will  not  -  preclude 
State  clearinghouses  in  such  instances 
from  seeking  advice  and  comments  from 
local  government  officials  and  other  rec¬ 
ognized  planning  groups  regarding  a 
particular  project. 

(c)  Clearinghouse  functions.  Clear¬ 
inghouse  functions  include: 

(1 )  Evaluating  the  significance  of  pro¬ 
posed  Federal  or  federally  assisted  proj¬ 
ects  to  State,  areawide,  or  local  plans 
and  programs  as  appropriate. 

(2)  Receiving  and  disseminating  proj¬ 
ect  notifications  to  appropriate  State 
agencies  in  the  case  of  the  State  clear¬ 
inghouses  and  to  appropriate  local  gov¬ 
ernments  and  agencies  in  the  case  of 
regional  or  metropolitan  clearinghouses: 
and  providing  liaison,  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary,  between  such  agencies  or  bodies  and 
the  applicant. 


(3)  Assuring  that  appropriate  State, 
metropolitan,  regional,  or  local  agencies 
which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards  are  in¬ 
formed  of  and  are  given  opportunity  to 
review  and  comment  on  the  environmen¬ 
tal  significance  of  proposed  projects  for 
which  Federal  assistance  is  sought. 

(4)  Providing,  pursuant  to  8  1823.372 
liaison  between  Federal  agencies  con¬ 
templating  direct  Federal  development 
projects  and  the  State  or  area  wide  agen¬ 
cies  or  local  governments  having  plans 
or  programs  that  might  be  affected  by 
the  proposed  project. 

(d)  Consultation  and  review  by  clear¬ 
inghouses.  (1)  State,  metropolitan,  and 
regional  clearinghouses  may  have  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  30  days  after  receipt  of  a  project 
notification  in  which  to  inform  State 
agencies,  other  local  or  regional  bodies, 
and  so  forth,  that  may  be  affected  by 
the  project  (including  agencies  author¬ 
ized  to  develop  and  enforce  environmen¬ 
tal  standards) ,  to  arrange,  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary,  to  consult  with  the  applicant  on 
the  proposed  project,  and  to  make  any 
initial  comments. 

(2)  During  this  30-day  period  and  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  in  which  the  application 
is  being  completed,  the  clearinghouse 
may  work  with  the  applicant  in  the  reso¬ 
lution  of  any  problems  raised  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  project. 

(3)  Clearinghouses  may  have,  if  nec¬ 
essary,  an  additional  30  days  to  review 
the  application  and  to  transmit  to  the 
applicant  any  comments  or  recommenda¬ 
tions  the  clearinghouse  (or  others)  maor 
have. 

(4)  In  the  case  of  a  project  for  which 
Federal  assistance  is  sought  by  a  special 
purpose  unit  of  the  Government,  clear¬ 
inghouses  will  assure  that  any  unit  of 
general  local  government,  having  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  area  in  which  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  to  be  located,  has  opportunity  to 
confer,  consult,  and  comment  upon  the 
project  and  the  application. 

(5)  Where  regional  or  metropolitan 
areas  are  contiguous,  coordinative  ar¬ 
rangements  should  be  established  be¬ 
tween  the  clearinghouses  in  such  areas  to 
assure  that  projects  in  one  area  which 
may  have  an  impact  on  the  development 
of  a  contiguous  area  are  jointly  studied. 
Any  comments  and  recommendations 
made  by  or  through  a  clearinghouse 
will  accompany  the  application  for  as¬ 
sistance  to  that  project. 

(e)  Subject  matter  of  comments  and 
recommendations.  Comments  and  rec- 
ommedations  made  through  or  by  clear¬ 
inghouses  with  respect  to  any  project  are 
for  the  purpose  of  assuring  maximum 
consistency  of  such  project  with  State, 
regional,  and  local  comprehensive  plans. 
They  are  also  intended  to  assist  the  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  (or  State  agency,  in  the  case 
of  projects  for  which  the  State  under  cer¬ 
tain  Federal  grants  has  final  project  ap¬ 
proval)  administering  such  a  program  in 
determining  whether  the  project  is  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  applicable  Federal  law.  Com¬ 
ments  or  recommendations,  as  may  be 
appropriate,  may  include  information 
about: 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  project 
is  consistent  with  or  contributes  to  the 


fulfillment  of  comprehensive  planning 
for  the  State,  region,  metropolitan  area, 
or  locality. 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  the  project 
contributes  to  the  achievement  of  State, 
regional,  metropolitan,  and  local  objec¬ 
tives  as  specified  in  section  401(a)  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Cooperation  Act  of 
1968,  as  follows: 

(i)  Appropriate  land  uses  for  housing, 
commercial,  industrial,  governmental, 
institutional,  and  other  purposes; 

(ii)  Wise  development  and  conserva¬ 
tion  of  natural  resources,  including  land, 
water,  minerals,  wildlife,  and  others; 

(iii)  Balanced  transportation  systems, 
including  highway,  air,  water,  pedestrian, 
mass  transit,  and  other  modes  for  the 
movement  of  people  and  goods: 

(iv)  Adequate  outdoor  recreation  and 
open  space; 

(v)  Protection  of  areas  of  unique  nat¬ 
ural  beauty,  historical,  and  scientific  in¬ 
terest; 

(vi)  Properly  planned  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  including  utilities  for  the  supply 
of  power,  water,  and  communications, 
for  the  safe  disposal  of  wastes,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

(vii)  Concern  for  high  standard  of  de¬ 
sign. 

(f)  Information  to  be  included  with 
the  application.  Applicants  will  submit 
with  their  applications  the  following : 

(1)  Any  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  made  by  or  through  clearinghouses, 
along  with  a  statement  that  such  com¬ 
ments  have  been  considered  prior  to  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  application,  or 

(2)  A  statement  that  the  required  no¬ 
tifications  have  been  made  and  no  com¬ 
ments  or  recommendations  have  been 
received. 

(g)  Informing  potential  applicants  of 
the  requirements  of  this  subpart.  (1) 
FHA  program  information  will  incorpo¬ 
rate  pertinent  information  concerning 
the  project  notification  and  review  sys¬ 
tem. 

(2)  Anyone  inquiring  about  applica¬ 
tion  procedures  will  be  informed  of  the 
appropriate  requirements. 

(3)  Any  other  means  that  will  assure 
the  earliest  possible  contact  between  the 
applicant  and  the  clearinghouses  will  be 
employed. 

(h)  Disposition  of  applications.  The 
State  Director  will  notify  clearinghouses 
within  7  days  of  any  significant  action 
(approvals,  disapprovals,  return  for 
amendment,  and  so  forth)  taken  on  ap¬ 
plications. 

(i)  Application  from  general  local  gov¬ 
ernment  will  be  given  preference.  In  the 
case  of  an  application  submitted  by  a 
special  purpose  unit  of  the  government 
where  accompanying  comments  indicate 
that  a  unit  of  general  government  hav¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which 
the  project  is  to  be  located  has  submitted 
or  plans  to  submit  an  application  for  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  same  or  similar  type  proj¬ 
ect,  appropriate  considerations  and  pref¬ 
erences  will  be  accorded  the  unit  of  gen¬ 
eral  local  government  and  the  financial 
assistance  shall  be  rendered  to  the  unit 
of  general  local  government  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  substantial  reasons  to  the  con¬ 
trary.  Where  such  preference  cannot  be 
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accorded,  the  State  Director  shall  notify 
the  unit  of  general  local  government  in 
writing  of  the  reasons  therefor.  Two  cop¬ 
ies  of  the  notice  will  be  sent  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Office,  one  of  which  will  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  OMB. 

(j)  County  Office  records.  (1)  Records 
will  be  established  in  the  FHA  County 
Office  to  record  information  concerning 
each  application  filed.  The  following  in¬ 
formation  should  be  recorded  on  each 
application  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  this  subpart: 

(i)  Name  of  applicant  and  purpose  of 
request. 

(ii)  Type  of  comments  by  clearing- 
houses-supportive,  supportive  with  modi¬ 
fications,  or  no  comments  after  proper 
notification. 

(iii)  Type  of  organization. 

Dated:  February  4,  1972. 

Joseph  Haspray, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.72—2148  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  G — MISCELLANEOUS 
REGULATIONS 

[  Al>-17(400)  1 

PART  1890— NONDISCRIMINATION 

BY  RECIPIENTS  OF  FINANCIAL 
ASSISTANCE 

Compliance  Reviews  and  Reports 

Part  1890,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (35  F.R.  13973),  S  1890.6 
(b)  and  (c)  (3)  are  amended  as  to  the 
method  of  reporting  compliance  reviews 
and  to  require  that  the  compliance  re¬ 
view  officer  contact  informed  minority 
group  community  leaders  when  making 
his  review.  Section  1890.6  (b)  and  (c)  (3) 
as  amended  reads  as  follows: 

§  1890.6  Compliance  reviews  and  re¬ 
ports. 

+  +  •  *  * 

(b)  Time  of  reviews.  For  property  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  1890.5(b)  (1)  or  (2),  the 
compliance  review  officer  will  check  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  this 
part  once  each  year.  For  a  facility  or 
activity  described  in  §  1890.5(b)  (3) ,  an 
annual  review  will  be  required  each  year 
up  to  and  including  the  year  in  which 
the  last  advance  of  funds  is  made.  Com¬ 
pliance  reviews  may  be  completed  in 
connection  with  visits  for  other  purposes, 
but  they  must  be  completed  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  facility  or  activity.  All  re¬ 
quired  compliance  reviews  are  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  October  31  each  year.  The  re¬ 
porting  period  for  these  annual  reviews 
is  the  12-month  period  from  November  1 
through  October  31.  These  reviews  and 
reports  may  be  made  anytime  during  the 
reporting  period,  provided  there  is  a 
minimum  of  90  days  between  reviews  for 
each  particular  recipient.  If  the  review 
report  is  not  made  on  an  FHA  Form,  the 
compliance  review  officer  will  enter  in  the 
“Running  Record,”  the  date  of  the  com¬ 
pliance  review,  and  his  determination 


that  the  borrower  was  in  compliance  per 
the  requirements  of  this  part. 

(c)  Type  of  review.  *  *  • 

(3)  The  operating  practices  of  the  re¬ 
cipient  based  on  personal  knowledge  and 
reasonable  inquiry  of  informed  sources 
including  informed  minority  group  com¬ 
munity  leaders  in  the  area  in  which  the 
facility  or  activity  is  located. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  339,  75  Stat.  318,  7  U.S.C.  1989;  sec.  510, 
63  Stat.  437,  42  US.C.  1480;  sec.  4,  64  Stat. 
100,  40  U.S.C.  442;  sec.  602,  78  Stat.  528.  42 
U.S.C.  2942;  sec.  301,  80  Stat.  379,  5  U.S.C. 
301;  Order  of  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
36  F.R.  21529;  Order  of  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  for  Rural  Development  and 
Conservation,  36  F.R.  21529;  Order  of  Di¬ 
rector,  OEO,  29  F.R.  14764) 

Dated:  January  4, 1972. 

Joseph  Haspray, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.72-2149  Filed  2-ll-72;8:51  am] 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  VII — National  Credit  Union 
Administration 

PART  701—  ORGANIZATION  AND 
OPERATION  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT 
UNIONS 

Revision  of  Organization;  Change  in 
Effective  Date 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  revised  §  701.1  (12  CFR 
701.1)  which  appeared  on  page  2946  of 
the  Federal  Register  of  February  10, 
1972,  is  changed  from  February  15,  1972 
to  June  1, 1972. 

Herman  Nickerson,  Jr., 
Administrator. 

February  11, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-2243  Filed  2-ll-72;8;53  am] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation 

[Docket  No.  11718,  Arndt.  795] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 
part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets 


of  the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97- 
696  (35  F.R.  5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW„  Washington,  DC  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  mfLv  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Document  Inspection 
Facility,  HQ-405,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW„  Washington,  DC  20591,  or  from 
the  applicable  FAA  regional  office  in 
accordance  with  the  fee  schedule  pre¬ 
scribed  in  49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  pay¬ 
able  in  advance  and  may  be  paid  by 
check,  draft,  or  postal  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of  all  SIAP 
changes  and  additions  may  be  obtained 
by  subscription  at  an  annual  rate  of  $125 
per  annum  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified: 

1.  Section  97.11  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  L/MF-ADF(NDB ) -VOR  SIAPs,  ef¬ 
fective  March  9,  1972. 

Whltefleld,  N.H. — Whltefleld  Regional  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  (ADF)-l,  Amdt.  2;  Canceled. 

2.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising;  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
March  9,  1972. 

Bakersfield,  Calif. — Meadows  Field;  VOR 
Runway  12L,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 
Newburgh,  N.Y. — Stewart  Airport;  VOR  Run¬ 
way  16,  Original;  Established. 

Washington,  D.C. — Washington  National  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway  16,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 
Washington.  D.C. — Washington  National  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway  36,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 

3.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs  effective 
March  9,  1972. 

Portland.  Oreg. — Portland  International  Air¬ 
port;  LOC  Runway  20,  Original;  Canceled. 
Portland.  Oreg. — Portland  International  Air¬ 
port;  LOC/DME  Runway  20,  Original;  Es¬ 
tablished. 

4.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  March  9, 
1972. 

Albertville,  Ala. — AlbertviUe  Municipal  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  23,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 

Arlington,  Tenn. — Arlington  Municipal  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  15.  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 

Arlington,  Tenn. — Arlington  Municipal  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  33,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 
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Newburgh,  N.Y. — Stewart  Airport;  NDB  Run¬ 
way  9,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 

Troutdale,  Oreg. — Portland-Troutdale  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  7,  Amdt.  2; 
Canceled. 

Troutdale,  Oreg. — Portland-Troutdale  Air¬ 
port;  NDB-A,  Original;  Established. 
Wellsvllle,  N.Y. — Wellsvllle  Municipal,  Tar¬ 
antino  Field;  NDB  Runway  28,  Original; 
Established. 

Whltefleld,  N.H. — Whltefleld  Regional  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  10,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 

5.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  TT-S  SIAPs,  effective  March  9,  1972. 

Bakersfield,  Calif. — Meadows  Field;  ILS  Run¬ 
way  30R,  Amdt.  18;  Revised. 

Newburgh,  N.Y. — Stewart  Airport;  ILS  Run¬ 
way  9,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 

Washington,  D.C. — Washington  National  Air¬ 
port;  LDA  Runway  18.  Amdt.  6;  Revised. 
Washington,  D.C. — Washington  National  Air¬ 
port;  ILS  Runway  36,  Amdt.  21;  Revised. 

6.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  Radar  SIAPs,  effective  March  9,  1972. 

Washington,  D.C. — Washington  National  Air¬ 
port;  Radar-1,  Amdt.  15;  Revised. 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  UB.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510, 
sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transporta t ion  Act, 
49  UB.C.  1655(c)  and  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  4,  1972. 

R.  S.  Sliff, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

Note  :  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §5  97.10  and  97.20  (35  F.R. 
5610)  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  12,  1969. 

[FR  Doc.72-2022  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  ami 

Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  Department  of  Commerce 

[  13th  Oen.  Rev.  Export  Regs.,  Amdt.  32] 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

PART  386 — EXPORT  CLEARANCE 

Part  386  is  amended  to  read  as  set 
forth  below: 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  60  U.8.C.  App.  2023;  E.O. 
10946,  26  F.R.  4487,  3  CFR  1969-1963  Comp.; 
E.O.  11038,  27  FJl.  7003,  3  CFR  1059-1963 
Comp.) 

Effective  date:  February  10,  1972. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office,  of  Export  Control. 

In  §  386.3(x),  subparagraph  (1)  is 
revised  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

§  386.3  Shipper's  export  declaration. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(x)  Summary  monthly  reports  in  lieu 
of  individual  shipper’s  export  declara¬ 
tion — (1)  Scope.  An  alternate  procedure 
for  reporting  exports  to  Canada  and  to 
Country  Groups  Q,  T,  V.  W,  X.  and  7 
is  established  under  which  qualified  ex¬ 


porters  may  be  authorized  to  file  at  the 
end  of  each  month  typewritten  or  hand¬ 
written  Shipper’s  Summary  Export  Dec¬ 
larations  (Form  7525-M) ,  or  computer 
tapes  compatible  with  equipment  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  punched  cards, 
etc.,  in  lieu  of  individual  Shipper’s  Ex¬ 
port  Declarations.  Details  of  the  proce¬ 
dure  are  set  forth  in  section  30.39  of 
the  Foreign  Trade  Statistics  Regulations 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Exporters 
interested  in  the  procedure  should  con¬ 
sult  section  30.39  to  ascertain  qualifica¬ 
tions,  how  to  apply  for  the  privilege  of 
participating,  how  to  file  a  monthly  re¬ 
port  after  approval  is  given,  and  other 
pertinent  facts.  This  §  386.3(x)  contains 
only  basic  information  about  the  pro¬ 
cedure  and  specific  requirements  relat¬ 
ing  exclusively  to  export  controls. 

*  *  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.72-2158  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL 

PART  1— REGULATIONS  FOR  THE  EN¬ 
FORCEMENT  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
FOOD,  DRUG,  AND  COSMETIC  ACT 
AND  THE  FAIR  PACKAGING  AND 
LABELING  ACT 

PART  3— STATEMENTS  OF  GENERAL 
POLICY  OR  INTERPRETATION 

Drug  Labeling  and  Advertising;  Dis¬ 
closure  of  NAS/NRC  Drug  Efficacy' 
Study  Group  Evaluations 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  June  8, 
1971  (36  F.R.  11022),  an  order  was  pub¬ 
lished  requiring  disclosure  of  Drug  Ef¬ 
ficacy  Study  evaluations  in  labeling  and 
advertising  of  prescription  drugs.  Com¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  the  order 
indicated  there  was  uncertainty  concern¬ 
ing  the  required  statements  which  were 
to  be  “presented  in  a  prominently  placed 
box,"  pursuant  to  §  3.81(e).  Therefore  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  October  14,  1971 
(36  F.R.  19978),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  proposed  that,  for  clari¬ 
fication  of  this  required  disclosure  of  in¬ 
formation,  the  policy  statement  should 
be  revised  to  describe  more  specifically 
a  standard  box  format  and  its  placement 
in  labeling  and  advertisements.  This  pro¬ 
posal  also  included  provisions  to  revise 
§8  1.105(e)  (2)  (i)  and  1.106(b)  (4)  (ii)  to 
prohibit  the  use  of  reminder-piece  adver¬ 
tising  and  reminder-piece  labeling  for 
drugs  reviewed  by  NAS-NRC  for  which 
no  claim  has  been  evaluated  as  higher 
than  “possibly  effective.” 

In  response  to  the  October  14,  1971, 
proposal  comments  were  received  from 
the  Pharmaceutical  Manufacturers  As¬ 
sociation  and  the  Public  Interest  Re¬ 
search  Group.  The  latter  organization 
requested  an  extension  of  the  time  al¬ 
located  for  filing  comments,  but  sub¬ 
sequently  notified  the  Food  and  Drug 


Administration  that  it  would  not  file 
comments. 

The  Pharmaceutical  Manufacturers 
Association,  representing  over  100  mem¬ 
ber  companies,  submitted  three  com¬ 
ments.  These  comments  and  the  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  conclusions  based  on  his  evalua¬ 
tion  of  them  are  as  follows: 

1.  Since  the  purpose  of  promotional 
labeling  is  similar  to  that  of  advertising, 
the  association  feels  that  the  final  order 
should  include  a  provision  for  promo¬ 
tional  labeling  similar  to  that  proposed 
for  advertising  so  that  the  NAS-NRC 
findings  would  be  required  in  promo¬ 
tional  labeling  only  if  material  is  in¬ 
cluded  for  claims  evaluated  as  less  than 
“effective."  The  Commissioner  does  not 
consider  this  recommendation  acceptable 
in  view  of  the  requirement  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  1.106(b)  (4) )  that  any 
labeling  as  defined  in  section  201  (m)  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act,  whether  or  not  it  is  on  or  within  a 
package,  must  contain  the  same  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  same  language  and  with 
the  same  emphasis  that  is  in  approved 
labeling. 

2.  The  Association  recommended  the 
inclusion  of  a  requirement  for  the  place¬ 
ment  of  the  standard  box  format  in  la¬ 
beling  similar  to  that  proposed  for  adver¬ 
tising.  The  Commissioner  considers  this 
comment  to  be  appropriate,  and  a  pro¬ 
vision  has  been  added  in  5  3.81(e)(3) 
which  provides  guidance  for  'ceytng  the 
less  than  “effective”  indication(s)  in 
promotional  labeling  to  the  boxed 
statement. 

3.  The  Association  wanted  the  specific 
authorization  for  manufacturers  to  in¬ 
clude  additional  qualifying  statements 
within  the  box  format  regarding  on¬ 
going  studies  and  the  submission  of  addi¬ 
tional  data  to  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  The  Commissioner  con¬ 
siders  this  request  unacceptable  on  the 
grounds  that  the  inclusion  in  the  box 
statement  of  any  reference  to  ongoing 
studies  or  to  the  submission  of  data  to 
FDA  in  support  of  effectiveness  could 
by  implication  mislead  the  prescriber. 

As  announced  in  the  proposal  pub¬ 
lished  October  14,  1971,  the  time  period 
for  implementation  of  the  requirements 
as  specified  in  5  3.81(d)  of  the  June  8. 
1971,  order  has  not  been  applicable  in 
view  of  the  amendments  which  were  pro¬ 
posed  in  that  document.  Now  that  those 
amendments  are  being  finalized,  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  5  3.81  is  being  revised  to 
reflect  the  time  period  for  implementa¬ 
tion  which  is  now  in  effect. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201  (n),  502,  505,  507,  701,  52 
Stat.  1041,  1050-53  as  amended,  1055-56 
as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919  and  72  Stat. 
948,  59  Stat.  463  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
321  (n),  352,  355,  357,  371)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120),  Parts  1  and  3  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Part  1  is  amended: 

a.  In  §  1.105  by  revising  paragraph 
(e)  (2)  (1)  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  1.105  Prescription-drug  advertise¬ 
ments. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(e)  •  •  • 

(2)  *  •  • 

(i)  Reminder  advertisements.  Re¬ 
minder  advertisements  if  they  contain 
only  the  properietary  or  trade  name  of 
a  drug  (which  necessitates  declaring  the 
established  name,  if  any,  and  furnishing 
the  formula  showing  quantitatively  each 
ingredient  of  the  drug  to  the  extent  re¬ 
quired  for  labels)  and,  optionally,  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  dosage  form,  quantity 
of  package  contents,  price,  the  name  and 
address  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or 
distributor  or  other  written,  printed,  or 
graphic  matter  containing  no  repre¬ 
sentation  or  suggestion  relating  to  the 
advertised  drug :  Provided,  however.  That 
if  the  Commissioner  finds  that  there  is 
evidence  of  significant  incidence  of  fa¬ 
talities  or  serious  damage  associated  with 
the  use  of  a  particular  prescription  drug, 
he  may  notify  the  manufacturer,  packer, 
or  distributor  of  the  drug  by  mail  that 
this  exemption  does  not  apply  to  such 
drug  by  reason  of  such  finding :  And  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  reminder  adver¬ 
tisements  are  not  permitted  for  a  drug 
for  which  an  announcement  has  been 
published  pursuant  to  a  review  of  the 
labeling  claims  for  the  drug  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  and  for  which  no  claim  has  been 
evaluated  as  higher  than  “possibly  ef¬ 
fective.”  If  the  Commissioner  finds  the 
circumstances  are  such  that  a  reminder 
advertisement  may  be  misleading  to  pre¬ 
scribes  of  drugs  subject  to  NAS-NRC 
evaluation,  such  advertisements  will  not 
be  allowed  and  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor  will  be  notified 
either  in  the  publication  of  the  conclu¬ 
sions  on  the  effectiveness  of  the  drug  or 
by  letter. 

***** 
b.  In  §  1.106  by  revising  paragraph 

(b)  (4)  (ii)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.106  Drugs  and  devices;  directions 
for  use. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  *  *  * 

(ii)  The  same  information  concerning 
the  ingredients  of  the  drug  as  appears  on 
the  label  and  labeling  on  or  within  the 
package  from  which  the  drug  is  to  be 
dispensed:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
information  required  by  subdivisions  (i) 
and  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph  is  not  re¬ 
quired  on  the  so-called  reminder-piece 
labeling  which  calls  attention  to  the 
name  of  the  drug  but  does  not  include 
indications  or  dosage  recommendations 
for  use  of  the  drug:  And  provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  reminder -piece  labeling  is  not 
permitted  for  a  drug  for  which  an  an¬ 
nouncement  has  been  published  by  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  pursuant 
to  a  review  of  the  labeling  claims  for  the 
drug  by  the  National  Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences — National  Research  Council,  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  Group,  and  for  which  no 
claim  has  been  evaluated  as  higher  than 
“possibly  effective.”  If  the  Commissioner 


finds  the  circumstances  are  such  that  re¬ 
minder-piece  labeling  may  be  mislead¬ 
ing  to  prescribers  of  drugs  subject  to 
NAS-NRC  evaluation,  such  reminder 
labeling  will  not  be  allowed  and  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor  will 
be  notified  either  in  the  publication  of 
the  conclusions  on  the  effectiveness  of 
the  drug  or  by  letter. 

***** 

2.  Part  3  is  amended  in  §  3.81  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  and  by 
adding  new  paragraphs  (f)  and  (g),  as 
follows: 

§  3.81  Disclosure  of  drug  efficacy  study 
evaluations  in  labeling  and  advertis¬ 
ing. 

***** 

(c)  Therefore,  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  a  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Implementation  notice  on  a  pre¬ 
scription  drug,  unless  exempted  or  other¬ 
wise  provided  for  in  the  notice,  all 
package  labeling  (other  than  the  imme¬ 
diate  container  or  carton  label,  unless 
such  labeling  contains  information  re¬ 
quired  by  §  1.106(b)  (3)  (i)  of  this  chapter 
in  lieu  of  a  package  insert) ,  promotional 
labeling,  and  advertisements  shall  in¬ 
clude,  as  part  of  the  information  for 
practitioners  under  which  the  drug  can 
be  safely  and  effectively  used,  an  ap¬ 
propriate  qualification  of  all  claims 
evaluated  as  other  than  “effective”  by 
a  panel  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences — National  Research  Council,  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  Group,  if  such  claims 
continue  to  be  included  in  either  the 
labeling  or  advertisements.  However,  this 
qualifying  information  will  be  required 
in  advertisements  only  if  promotional 
material  is  included  therein  for  claims 
evaluated  as  less  than  “effective”  or  if 
such  claims  are  included  in  the  indica¬ 
tions  section  of  the  portion  of  the  ad¬ 
vertisement  containing  the  information 
required  in  brief  summary  by  §  1.105 
(e)(1)  of  this  chapter.  When,  however, 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  clas¬ 
sification  of  such  claim  is  “effective” 
(for  example,  on  the  basis  of  revision 
of  the  language  of  the  claim  or  sub¬ 
mission  or  existence  of  adequate  data), 
such  qualification  is  not  necessary.  When 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  claim,  as  stated  in  the 
implementation  notice,  differs  from  that 
of  the  Academy  but  is  other  than  “effec¬ 
tive,”  the  qualifying  statement  shall 
refer  to  this  classification  in  lieu  of  the 
Academy’s  classification. 

(d)  Fomew  drugs  and  antibiotics,  sup¬ 
plements  to  provide  for  revised  labeling 
in  accord  with  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  submitted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  130.9  (d)  and  (e)  and  §  146.2 
of  this  chapter  within  90  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  implementation  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  or  by  May  15,  1972, 
for  those  drugs  for  which  notices  have 
been  published  and  such  labeling  shall  be 
put  into  use  as  soon  as  possible  but  not 
later  than  the  end  of  the  time  period  al¬ 
lowed  for  submitting  supplements  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  revised  labeling. 

(e)  Qualifying  information  required 
in  drug  labeling  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this 


section  in  order  to  advise  prescribers  of 
a  drug  of  the  findings  made  by  a  panel 
of  the  Academy  in  evaluating  a  claim  as 
other  than  “effective”  shall  be  at  least  of 
the  same  size  and  color  and  degree  of 
prominence  as  other  printing  in  the 
labeling  and  shall  be  presented  in  a 
prominent  box  using  one  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  formats  and  procedures : 

( 1 )  In  drug  labeling  the  box  statement 
may  entirely  replace  the  indications  sec¬ 
tion  and  be  hi  the  following  format: 


Indications 

Based  on  a  review  of  this  drug  by 
the  National  Academy  of  Sciences — 
National  Research  Council  and/or 
other  information,  FDA  has  classified 
the  indication (s)  as  follows: 

Effective:  (list  or  state  in  paragraph 
form ) . 

“Probably”  effective:  (list  or  state 
in  paragraph  form) . 

"Possibly”  effective:  (list  or  state  in 
paragraph  form) . 

Final  classification  of  the  less-than- 
effective  indications  requires  further 
investigation. 


(2)  Or  the  indication (s)  for  which  the 
drug  has  been  found  effective  may  appear 
outside  the  boxed  statement  and  be  fol¬ 
lowed  immediately  by  the  following  boxed 
statement: 


Based  on  a  review  of  this  drug  by 
.the  National  Academy  of  Sciences — 
National  Research  Council  and/or 
other  information,  FDA  has  classified 
the  other  indication (s)  as  follows: 

“Probably"  effective:  (list  or  state  in 
paragraph  form) . 

“Possibly”  effective:  (list  or  state  in 
paragraph  form). 

Final  classification  of  the  less-than- 
effective  Indications  requires  further 
investigation. 


(3)  In  drug  labeling  (other  than  that 
which  is  required  by  §  1.106(b)  (3)  (i)  of 
this  chapter)  which  may  contain  a  pro¬ 
motional  message,  the  promotional  mes¬ 
sage  shall  be  keyed  to  the  boxed  state¬ 
ment  by  the  same  means  as  those  pro¬ 
vided  for  advertisements  in  paragraph 
(f)(2)  of  this  section. 

(f)  Qualifying  information  required 
in  prescription  drug  advertising  by  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  shall  contain  a 
prominent  boxed  statement  of  .the  ad¬ 
vertised  indication(s)  and  of  the  limita¬ 
tions  of  effectiveness  using  the  same  for¬ 
mat,  language,  and  emphasis  as  that  re¬ 
quired  in  labeling  by  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section. 

(1)  The  boxed  statement  shall  appear 
in  (or  next  to)  the  information  required 
in  brief  summary  by  §  1.105(e)  (1)  of  this 
chapter  and  shall  have  prominence  at 
least  equal  to  that  provided  for  other 
information  presented  in  the  brief  sum¬ 
mary  and  shall  have  type  size,  captions, 
color,  and  other  physical  characteristics 
comparable  to  the  information  required 
in  the  brief  summary. 

(2)  Less-than-effective  Indication (s) 
in  the  promotional  message  of  an  adver¬ 
tisement  which  is  a  single  page  or  less 
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shall  be  keyed  to  the  boxed  statement 
by  asterisk,  by  an  appropriate  statement, 
or  by  other  suitable  means  providing  ade¬ 
quate  emphasis  on  the  boxed  statement. 
On  each  page  where  less-than-effective 
indication  (s)  appear  in  a  mutiple  page 
advertisement,  an  asterisk  shall  be  placed 
after  the  most  prominent  mention  of  the 
indication(s) ;  if  the  degree  of  promi¬ 
nence  does  not  vary,  an  asterisk  shall  be 
placed  after  the  first  mention  of  the  in¬ 
dication.  The  asterisk  shall  refer  to  a 
notation  at  the  bottom  of  the  page  which 
shall  state  “This  drug  has  been  evaluated 
as  probably  effective  (or  possibly  effective 
whichever  is  appropriate)  for  this  indi¬ 
cation”  and  “See  Brief  Summary”  or 
"See  Prescribing  Information,”  the  latter 
legend  to  be  used  only  if  the  advertise¬ 
ment  carries  the  required  information  for 
professional  use  as  set  forth  in  §  1.106 
(b)(3)  (i)  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  For  less-than-effective  indications 
which  are  included  in  the  advertisement 
only  as  a  part  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  in  brief  sumrmry,  the  disclosure 
information  shall  appear  in  this  portion 
of  the  advertisement  in  the  same  manner 
as  is  specified  for  labeling  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section. 

(g)  The  Commissioner  may  find  cir¬ 
cumstances  are  such  that,  while  the 
elimination  of  claims  evaluated  as  other 
than  effective  will  generally  eliminate 
the  need  for  disclosure  about  such  claims, 
there  will  be  instances  in  which  the 
change  in  the  prescribing  or  promotional 
profile  of  the  drug  is  so  substantial  as 
to  require  a  disclosure  of  the  reason  for 
the  change  so  that  the  purchaser  or  pre- 
scriber  is  not  misled  by  being  left  un¬ 
aware  through  the  sponsor’s  silence  that 
a  basic  change  has  taken  place.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  will 
identify  these  situations  in  direct  cor¬ 
respondence  with  the  drug  promoters, 
after  which  the  failure  to  make  the  dis¬ 
closure  will  be  regarded  as  misleading 
and  appropriate  action  will  be  taken. 
(Secs.  201  (n),  602,  505,  507,  701,  52  Stat.  1041, 
1050-53  as  amended,  1055-56  as  amended  by 
70  Stat.  910  and  72  Stat.  948,  59  Stat.  463  as 
amended;  21  U.S.C.  321  (n),  352,  356,  357,  701) 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (2-12-72) . 

Dated:  February  1, 1972. 

Charles  C.  Edwards, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(PR  Doc.72-2116  Piled  2-ll-72;8:48  am] 


part  8— color  additives 

Subpart  C — Listing  of  Color  Additives 
for  Food  Use  Subject  to  Certification 

Subpart  E — Listing  of  Color  Additives 
for  Drug  Use  Subject  to  Certification 

FD&CRed  No.  40 

In  the  matter  of  amending  the  regu¬ 
lations  providing  for  the  safe  use  of  lakes 
of  FD&C  Red  No.  40  (21  CFR  8.244, 
8.4104)  in  food  and  drugs,  subject  to 
certification,  and  for  correcting  the 


specification  for  the  permissible  amount 
of  arsenic : 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  706 
(b),  (c)  (1) ,  (d),  74  Stat.  399-403;  21 
U.S.C.  376  (b).  (c)(1),  (d))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120),  no¬ 
tice  is  given  that  no  objections  or  requests 
for  hearing  were  filed  in  response  to  the 
order  on  the  above-identified  matter 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  10,  1971  (36  F.R.  23552) ,  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  amendment  promulgated 
by  that  order  became  effective  January 
19, 1972. 

Dated:  February  4, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 

for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.72-2117  Piled  2-11-72:8:48  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 
PART  121—  FOOD  ADDITIVES 


Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Antioxidants  and/or  Stabilizers 
for  Polymers 


The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  date  in  a  petition 
(FAP  1B2653)  filed  by  The  B.  F.  Good¬ 
rich  Co.,  500  South  Main  Street,  Akron, 
Ohio  44318,  and  other  relevant  material, 
concludes  that  §  121.2566  should  be 
amended  to  provide  for  an  additional 
safe  use  of  l,3,5-Tris(3,5-di-ferf-butyl- 
4-hydroxybenzyl)-s-triazine  -  2, 4, 6(1  H, 
3 H.  5 H)  -trione  as  set  forth  below  as  an 
antioxidant  and/or  stabilizer  in  polymers 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  articles  or 
components  of  articles  that  contact  fatty 
foods. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120),  §  121.2566(b)  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  th'e  text  in  the  “Limitations” 
column  for  the  subject  additive,  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  121.2566  Antioxidants  and/or  stabi¬ 
lizers  for  polymers. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(b)  List  of  substances: 


•  •  • 

1,3,5  -  Trls(3.6-dl- 
tert  -  butyl  -  4- 
hydroxy-benzyl )  - 
s  -  trlazlne  -  2,4,6 
( 10.30,50) -trl  - 
one. 


Limitations 
•  •  • 

For  use  only: 

1.  At  levels  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.25  percent 
by  weight  of  poly¬ 
propylene  comply¬ 
ing  with  I  121.2501. 

2.  At  levels  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.1  pecent  by 
weight  of  poly¬ 
ethylene  complying 
with  {  121.2501. 


(b)  List  of  substances — Continued 
Limitations 

3.  At  levels  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.5  percent  by 
weight  of  ethylene- 
propylene-5-ethyl- 
ldlne-2-norbornene 
terpolymers  com¬ 
plying  with  §  121.- 
2501.  The  maxi¬ 
mum  thickness  of 
such  polymers  In 
the  form  In  which 
they  contact  food 
shall  not  exceed 
0.005  Inch.  • 

•  *  •  •  »  • 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  after  its  date 
of  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md.  20852,  written  objections  thereto  in 
quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  adverse¬ 
ly  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  Received  ob¬ 
jections  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office 
during  working  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated;  February  4,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2118  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Dioctyl  Sodium  Sulfosuccinate 

Two  notices  announcing  proposals  for 
amending  the  food  additive  regulation 
for  dioctyl  sodium  sulfosuccinate  (21 
CFR  121.1137)  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  first  notice  (35 
F.R.  17137)  was  based  on  a  petition  (FAP 
1A2595)  filed  by  the  American  Cyanamid 
Co.,  Pearl  River,  N.Y.  10965.  It  proposed 
that  the  heading  and  the  introductory 
sentence  of  the  regulation  should  be 
amended  by  adding  the  abbreviation 
“DSS”  in  parenthesis  immediately  after 
the  name  “dioctyl  sodium  sulfosucci¬ 
nate.”  It  also  proposed  that  the  citation 
to  the  compendium  in  which  the  specifi¬ 
cations  for  the  additive  are  set  out  should 
be  changed  by  deleting  the  reference  to 
the  "National  Formulary”  and  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  references  to  the  “United 
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States  Pharmacopeia"  and  the  "Pood 
Chemicals  Codex.” 

The  second  notice  (36  P.R.  9025)  was 
published  on  the  initiative  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs.  It  referred 
to  the  proposal  for  adding  the  paren¬ 
thetical  abbreviation  “DSS”  after  the 
name  of  the  additive  but  indicated  that 
the  compendium  reference  should  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  “Pood  Chemicals  Codex”  and 
should  not  include  a  reference  to  the 
“United  States  Pharmacopeia,”  a  drug 
compendium.  The  notice  invited  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  file  written  comments. 

A  commeift  from  the  attorney  for  the 
American  Cyanamid  Co.  expressed  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commissioner’s  proposal. 
Comments  from  representatives  of  the 
“United  States  Pharmacopeia’’  and  the 
“United  States  Adopted  Names  Council” 
opposed  adoption  of  that  part  of  the 
notice  proposing  to  insert  the  abbrevia¬ 
tion  “DS5”  in  parenthesis  after  the  name 
of  the  additive. 

On  the  basis  of  information  submitted 
in  the  petition,  the  comments  received, 
and  other  relevant  information,  the 
Commiss.oner  concludes  that  since  the 
name  “dioctyl  sodium  sulfosuccinate,” 
without  the  parenthetical  addition,  fully 
serves  the  purpose  of  the  food  additive 
regulation  and,  since  there  is  a  lack  of 
accord  as  to  what  substitute  name  should 
be  vised  for  the  food  additive,  that  §  121.- 
1137  should  not  be  amended  by  adding 
the  abbreviation  “DSS"  after  the  name 
“dioctyl  sodium  sulfosuccinate.”  The 
Commissioner  further  concludes  that  the 
compendium  reference  should  designate 
the  “Food  Chemicals  Codex"  in  lieu  of 
the  reference  to  the  “National  Formu¬ 
lary.” 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409  (c)(1),  (d),  72  Stat.  1786- 
87;  21  U.SiC.  348  (c)(1),  (d) )  and  un¬ 
der  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  (21  CFR  2.120)  the  introductory 
sentence  of  §  121.1137  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§121.1137  Dioctyl  siilfosuccin- 

ate. 

The  food  additive  dioctyl  sodium  sul¬ 
fosuccinate  which  meets  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  Food  Chemicals  Codex  may 
be  safely  used  in  food  in  accordance 
with  the  following  prescribed  conditions: 
*  *  *  *  * 

(Sec.  409  (C)(1),  (d),  72  Stat.  1786-87;  21 
U.S.C.  348  (c)(1),  (d)) 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852,  written  objections  thereto  in 
quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is 
requested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify  the 


relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  Received  objections  may 
be  seen  in  the  above  office  during  work¬ 
ing  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.72-2119  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 
PART  135c— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  IN 
ORAL  DOSAGE  FORMS 

Chlorothiazide  Tablets 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  supplemental  new  ani¬ 
mal  drug  application  (11-678V)  filed  by 
Merck  Sharp  &  Dohme  Research  Labora¬ 
tories,  Division  of  Merck  and  Co.,  Inc., 
Rahway,  N.J.  07065,  proposing  the  safe 
and  effective  uses  of  chlorothiazide  tab¬ 
lets  in  dogs  for  the  treatment  of  conges¬ 
tive  heart  failure  and  renal  edema.  The 
supplemental  application  is  approved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512 (i> ,  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C. 
360b(i) )  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120', 
Part  135c  is  amended  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  section : 

§  135c. 61  Chlorothiazide  tahlet*. 

(a)  Specifications.  Each  tablet  con¬ 
tains  0.25  gram  of  chlorothiazide. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  code  No.  023  in 
§  135.501(c)  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  It  is  intend¬ 
ed  for  use  in  dogs  for  the  treatment  of 
congestive  heart  failure  and  renal  edema. 

(2)  The  usual  dosage  range  is  5  to  10 
milligrams  of  chlorothiazide  per  pound 
of  body  weight:  a  dose  is  administered 
two  or  three  times  each  day.  The  dosage 
must  be  adjusted  to  meet  the  changing 
needs  of  the  individual  animal.  In  mild 
and  responsive  cases,  it  is  suggested  that 
a  dose  of  5  milligrams  per  pound  of  body 
weight  be  administered  two  or  three 
times  daily.  In  moderately  edematous 
and  moderately  responsive  animals,  a 
dose  of  7.5  to  10  milligrams  per  pound 
of  body  weight  may  be  administered 
three  times  each  day.  Severe  conditions 
may  require  higher  doses.  Certain  ani¬ 
mals  may  respond  adequately  to  inter¬ 
mittent  therapy:  in  these  cases,  the  drug 
may  be  administered  either  every  other 
day  or  for  3  to  5  days  each  week. 

(3)  For  use  only  by  or  on  the  order 
of  a  licensed  veterinarian. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C.  360b(i)) 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  2,  1972. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.72-2120  Filed  2-11-72;  8:49  am) 


PART  141d— CHLORAMPHENICOL 
AND  CHLORAMPHENICOL-CON¬ 
TAINING  DRUGS;  TESTS  AND 
METHODS  OF  ASSAY 

PART  146d— CERTIFICATION  OF 
CHLORAMPHENICOL  AND  CHLOR¬ 
AMPHENICOL  -  CONTAINING 
DRUGS 

Confirmation  of  Order  Revoking  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Certification  of  Combi¬ 
nation  Drug  Containing  Chloram¬ 
phenicol,  Paromomycin,  and  Hy¬ 
drocortisone  Acetate 

An  order  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  23,  1971  (36  F  R. 
20510),  amending  the  antibiotic  drug 
regulations  to  repeal  provisions  for  cer¬ 
tification  of  a  combination  drug  contain¬ 
ing  chloramphenicol,  paromomycin,  and 
hydrocortisone  acetate.  The  order 
amended  Parts  141d  and  146d  by  revok¬ 
ing  §§  141d.316  and  146d.316. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
507,  52  Stat.  1050-51,  as  amended,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352, 
357)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.120),  notice  is  given  that  no  ob¬ 
jections  were  filed  to  the  above  identified 
order.  Accordingly  the  amendment 
promulgated  thereby  became  effective 
December  2,  1971. 

Dated:  February  3,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

I  FR  Doc.72-2121  Filed  2-ll-72;8:49  am] 


PART  146o— CERTIFICATION  OF  PEN¬ 
ICILLIN  AND  PENICILLIN-CONTAIN¬ 
ING  DRUGS 

Revocation  of  Sections 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  April  24, 
1970  (35  F.R.  6602),  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  announced  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  following  evaluation  of  reports 
received  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences-National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  on  Penstix 
(procaine  penicillin  G,  bougies)  and  Pen- 
stix-SM  (procaine  penicillin  G-dihydro- 
streptomycin  sulfate,  bougies) ,  marketed 
by  Wyeth  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Post  Office 
Box  8299,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19101. 

The  announcement  invited  the  manu¬ 
facturer  of  said  drugs  and  any  other  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  pertinent  data 
on  the  drugs’  effectiveness.  Wyeth  Lab¬ 
oratories,  Inc.,  did  not  furnish  any  data 
to  support  the  effectiveness  of  the  above 
named  products.  They  reported  that  the 
manufacture  and  marketing  of  these 
products  had  been  discontinued.  No 
other  data  have  been  submitted  to  sup¬ 
port  the  efficacy  of  the  above  named 
certifiable  antibiotic -containing  drugs 
for  their  recommended  use  for  treating 
mastitis  in  milk-producing  animals. 
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Accordingly,  the  Commissioner  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  antibiotic  drug  regula¬ 
tions  should  be  amended  to  revoke  pro¬ 
visions  for  certification  of  these  drugs 
due  to  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that 
they  will  have  the  effectiveness  they  pur¬ 
port  or  are  represented  to  have. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  507,  512,  59  Stat.  463  as 
amended,  82  Stat.  343-51 ;  21  U.S.C.  357, 
360b)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  Part 
146a  is  amended  by  revoking  §  146a.40 
Penicillin  bougies,  veterinary  ( sodium, 
penicillin  bougies,  calcium  penicillin 
bougies,  potassium  penicillin  bougies, 
procaine  penicillin  bougies,  penicillin 
bougies  sodium  salt,  penicillin  bougies 
calcium  salt,  penicillin  bougies  potassium 
salt,  penicillin  bougies  procaine  salt ) 
and  §  146a.55  Penicillin-streptomycin 
bougies,  veterinary;  penicillin-dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  bougies,  veterinary. 

Any  person  who  would  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  removal  of  any  such  drug 
from  the  market  may  file,  within  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  objections  to  this  order 
stating  reasonable  grounds  and  request¬ 
ing  a  hearing  on  such  objections.  A 
statement  of  reasonable  grounds  for 
a  hearing  must  identify  the  claimed  er¬ 
rors  in  the  NAS-NRC  evaluation  and 
identify  any  adequate  and  well  controlled 
investigation  on  the  basis  of  which  it 
could  reasonably  be  concluded  that  these 
drugs  would  have  the  effectiveness 
claimed  and  would  be  safe  for  their 
intended  use. 

Objections  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  filed  (preferably  in  quintupli- 
cate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.  20852.  Objections  and  requests 
for  a  hearing  which  are  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  order  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  40  days  after  its  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  If  objec¬ 
tions  are  filed,  the  effective  date  will  be 
extended  for  ruling  thereon. 

(Secs.  507,  512,  59  Stat.  463  as  amended,  82 
Stat.  343-51;  21  U.S.C.  357,  360b) 

Dated ;  February  2, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.72-2122  Plied  2-11-72:8:49  am] 


[DESI  64831 

PART  146e— CERTIFICATION  OF  BAC¬ 
ITRACIN  AND  BACITRACIN-CON¬ 
TAINING  DRUGS 

Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder 

In  a  notice  (DESI  6483)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  24,  1970 
(35  FJt.  10326),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  hi*  conclu¬ 


sions  pursuant  to  evaluation  of  reports 
received  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences-National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  bacitracin  drugs: 

1.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder:  The  Up¬ 
john  Co.,  7171  Portage  Road,  Kalamazoo, 
Mich.  49002  (NDA  6-483). 

2.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder:  Chas. 
Pfizer  and  Co.,  Inc.,  235  42d  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10017  (NDA  60-282). 

3.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder:  Phila¬ 
delphia  Laboratories,  Inc.,  9815  Roose¬ 
velt  Boulevard,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (NDA 
60-350) . 

These  preparations  have  been  reevalu¬ 
ated  and  a  notice  amending  the  June  24, 
1970,  announcement  is  published  else¬ 
where  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Based  on  the  amendments  to  this 
notice,  the  Commissioner  finds  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  amend  §  146e.401  (21  CFR 

146e.401). 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
507,  52  Stat.  1050-51  as  amended,  59  Stat. 
463  as  amended:  21  U.S.C.  352,  357)  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  §  146e.401  is 
amended  in  paragraphs  (a)(1)  and  (c) 
(1)  (i)  and  (ii),  as  follows: 

§  146e.401  Bacitracin. 

(a)  •  •  * 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  40 
units  per  milligram,  except  that  if  it  is 
packaged  for  dispensing  its  potency  is 
not  less  than  50  units  per  milligram. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  •  •  * 

(1)  •  •  • 

(i)  An  expiration  date  prescribed  by 
S  148.3(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  On  the  outside  wrapper  or  con¬ 
tainer,  if  it  is  packaged  for  dispensing 
the  statement  “Store  in  refrigerator  not 
above  15°  C.  (59°  F.)”  or  “Store  below 
15°  C.  (59°  F.)  .** 

•  *  *  *  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  this  amendment  to  the  anti¬ 
biotic  drug  regulations  may  file 
objections  to  this  order,  request  a  hear¬ 
ing,  and  show  reasonable  grounds  for 
the  hearing.  The  statement  of  reason¬ 
able  grounds  and  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  be  submitted  in  writing  within  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the 
Federal  Register,  shall  state  the  reasons 
why  the  antibiotic  drug  regulations 
should  not  be  so  amended,  and  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  well  organized  and  full  factual 
analysis  of  the  clinical  and  other  in¬ 
vestigational  data  the  objector  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  prove  in  support  of  his 
objections. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
requires  a  hearing.  When  it  clearly  ap¬ 
pears  from  the  data  incorporated  into  or 
referred  to  by  the  objections  and  from 
the  factual  analysis  in  the  request  for  a 
hearing  that  no  genuine  issue  of  fact  pre¬ 
cludes  the  action  taken  by  this  order. 


the  Commissioner  will  enter  an  order 
making  findings  and  conclusions  on  such 
data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  objections,  the  issues  will  be  de¬ 
fined  and  a  hearing  examiner  will  be 
named  to  conduct  the  hearing.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  F  of  21  CFR  Part  2 
shall  apply  to  such  hearing,  except  as 
modified  by  21  CFR  146.1  (f) ,  and  to  judi¬ 
cial  review  in  accord  with  section  701 
(f)  and  (g)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8, 
1970.) 

Objections  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  filed  (preferably  in  quintupli- 
cate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20852.  Received  objections 
and  requests  for  a  hearing  may  be  seen 
in  the  above  office  during  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  40  days  after  its  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  If  ob¬ 
jections  are  filed,  the  effective  date  will 
be  extended  for  ruling  thereon.  In  so 
ruling  the  Commissioner  will  specify  an¬ 
other  effective  date. 

Dated:  February  3,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2114  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am] 

[DESI  11212] 

PART  1481 — NEOMYCIN  SULFATE 

Confirmation  of  Order  Revoking  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Certification  of  Combi¬ 
nation  Drug  Containing  Neomycin 

Sulfate  and  Nystatin  for  Oral  Use 

An  order  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  November  2,  1971  (36  F.R. 
20938),  amending  the  antibiotic  drug 
regulations  to  repeal  provisions  for  cer¬ 
tification  of  neomycin  sulfate-nystatin 
tablets.  The  order  amended  Part  1481  by 
revoking  §  1481.29  and  all  antibiotic  cer¬ 
tificates  issued  thereunder. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
507,  52  Stat.  1050-51,  as  amended,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352, 
357)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  2.120),  notice  is  given  that  no 
objections  were  filed  to  the  above-identi¬ 
fied  order.  Accordingly,  the  amendment 
promulgated  thereby  became  effective 
December  12, 1971. 

Firms  affected  by  the  order  will  be 
allowed  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register  to  recall  out¬ 
standing  stocks  of  the  affected  drug. 
Certification  of  new  stocks  has  been  dis¬ 
continued. 

Dated:  February  2, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2123  Filed  2-ll-72;8:49  am] 
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Title  28— JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Chapter  I — Department  of  Justice 

[Order  478-72] 

PART  0— ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Subpart  B — Office  of  the  Attorney 
General 

Establishing  the  Office  for  Drug  Abuse 
Law  Enforcement 

Executive  Order  No.  11641  of  January 
28,  1972,  provides  for  the  concentration 
of  law  enforcement  activities  relating  to 
drug  abuse.  It  directs  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
within  the  Department  of  Justice  of  an 
Office  for  Drug  Abuse  Law  Enforcement, 
to  be  headed  by  a  Director.  The  purpose 
of  this  order  is  to  implement  the  direc¬ 
tives  and  purposes  of  Executive  Order 
No.  11641. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  28  U.S.C.  509,  510,  5  U.S.C.  301, 
the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Preven¬ 
tion  and  Control  Act  of  1970,  and- Execu¬ 
tive  Order  No.  11641  of  January  28, 1972, 
Subpart  B  of  Part  0  of  Chapter  I  of  Title 
28,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
S  0.11: 

§0.11  Office  for  Drug  Abuse  Law  En¬ 
forcement. 

There  shall  be  in  the  Office  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General  an  Office  for  Drug  Abuse 
Law  Enforcement,  to  be  headed  by  a 
Director  who  shall  have  the  title  of  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  Attorney  General.  Subject 
to  the  general  supervision  and  direction 
of  the  Attorney  General,  the  Director 
shall  be  responsible  for  the  development 
and  implementation  of  a  concentrated 
program  throughout  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  enforcement  of  Federal 
laws  relating  to  the  prevention  of  drug 
abuse  and  for  cooperation  with  State 
and  local  governments  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  their  drug  abuse  laws. 

Dated:  February  4,  1972. 

John  N.  Mitchell, 
Attorney  General. 

[FR  Doc.72-2162  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 


Title  29 — LABOR 

Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

PART  727— AGRICULTURE  INDUSTRY 
IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Wage  Order 

Pursuant  to  sections  5  and  8  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52 
Stat.  1062,  1064,  as  amended:  29  U.S.C. 
205,  206,  208)  and  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR  1949-53  Comp.  p. 
1004),  and  by  means  of  Administrative 
Order  No.  618  (36  F.R.  7686),  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  appointed  and  convened 


Industry  Committee  No.  106  for  the 
Agriculture  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  the  question  of 
the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of  wages  to 
be  paid  under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to 
employees  in  the  industry,  and  gave 
notice  of  a  hearing  to  be  held  by  the 
Committee. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  Committee  has  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division  of  the  Department  of  Labor  a  re¬ 
port  containing  its  findings  of  fact  and 
recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  6  of  1950,  and  29  CFR  511.18, 
the  recommendations  of  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  106  are  hereby  published,  re¬ 
vising  §  727.2  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations.  The  rates  for  those 
classifications  for  which  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  106  was  unable  to  agree  are 
continued.  These  rates  are  those  recom¬ 
mended  by  Industry  Committee  No.  8 9- A 
and  published  January  28,  1970  (35  F.R. 
1105). 

As  revised,  §  727.2  reads  as  follows: 

§  727.2  Wage  rates. 

(a)  Livestock  farms.  Livestock  farms 
are  defined  as  those  engaged  in  the 
breeding  and  raising  of  cattle  for  meat; 
the  care  of  poultry  for  the  production 
of  meat  and/or  eggs;  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  rearing  of  baby  chicks,  game 
cocks,  or  any  other  birds;  and  the  breed¬ 
ing  and  raising  of  swine. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators  and 
machinery  operators  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  in  livestock  farm  operations 
performed  by  drivers  of  motor  vehicles, 
tractor  operators,  or  operators  of  any 
other  agricultural  motor  machinery. 
Tractor  operators  include  those  who  con¬ 
dition  and  operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy 
agricultural  machinery  such  as  plows, 
cultivators,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate 
a  small  tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  com¬ 
monly  known  in  Puerto  Rico  as  mosquito 
to  haul  light  agricultural  machinery  used 
in  farms  or  to  pull  dump  wagons,  mow 
grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  in  livestock  farm  operations 
performed  by  craftsmen  who  practice, 
carry  out  or  accomplish  work  which  re¬ 
quires  mechanical  or  manual  skill,  in¬ 
cluding,  but  without  limitation,  cabinet¬ 
makers,  electricians,  painters,  mechan¬ 
ics,  masons,  carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.15  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  in  livestock  farm  opera¬ 
tions,  except  those  included  in  any  other 
livestock  farm  classifications. 

(b)  Pineapple  farms.  Pinapple  farms 
are  defined  as  those  engaged  in  the  sow¬ 


ing,  cultivation,  harvesting,  packing,  sale, 
and  delivery  of  pineapple  to  a  warehouse 
or  market. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators,  and 
machinery  operators  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  denied  as  all 
activities  on  pineapple  farms  performed 
by  drivers  of  motor  vehicles,  tractor  op¬ 
erators,  or  operators  of  any  other  agri¬ 
cultural  motor  machinery.  Tractor  oper¬ 
ators  include  those  who  condition  and 
operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  such  as  plows,  cultiva¬ 
tors,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate  a  small 
tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  commonly 
known  in  Puerto  Rico  as  mosquito  to  haul 
light  agricultural  machinery  used  in 
farms  or  to  pull  dump  wagons,  mow 
grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  pineapple  farms  performed 
by  craftsmen  who  practice,  carry  out 
or  accomplish  work  which  requires  me¬ 
chanical  or  manual  skill,  including,  but 
without  limitation,  cabinetmakers,  elec¬ 
tricians,  painters,  mechanics,  masons, 
carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.15  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  in  pineapple  farm  opera¬ 
tions,  except  those  included  in  any  other 
pineapple  farm  classifications. 

(c)  Dairy  farms.  Dairy  farms  are  de¬ 
fined  as  those  engaged  in  the  production, 
handling,  packing,  bottling,  and  storage 
of  milk,  and  in  the  breeding  of  bovine 
cattle  for  the  production  of  milk. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators,  and 
machinery  operators  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  in  dairy  farms  performed  by 
drivers  of  motor  vehicles,  tractor  oper¬ 
ators,  or  operators  of  any  other  agri¬ 
cultural  motor  machinery.  Tractor  op¬ 
erators  include  those  who  condition  and 
operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  such  as  plows,  cultiva¬ 
tors,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate  a  small 
tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  commonly 
known  in  Puerto  Rico  as  mosquito  to 
haul  light  agricultural  machinery  used  in 
farms  or  to  pull  dump  wagons,  mow 
grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  in  dairy  farms  performed  by 
craftsmen  who  practice,  carry  out  or 
accomplish  work  which  requires  me¬ 
chanical  or  manual  skill.  Including,  but 
without  limitation,  cabinetmakers,  elec¬ 
tricians,  painters,  mechanics,  masons, 
carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Milkers  classification,  (i)  The  min¬ 
imum  rate  for  this  classification  is  $1.30 
an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
the  activities  of  milkers  in  dairy  farms 
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who  milk  cows  by  machine  or  by  hand, 
and  tend  machines  which  separate  milk 
from  cream. 

(4)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.15  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  dairy  farms,  except  those 
included  in  any  other  dairy  farm  classi¬ 
fications. 

( d )  Tobacco  farms.  Tobacco  farms  are 
defined  as  those  engaged  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  the  soil,  the  planting,  hand¬ 
planting,  cultivating,  harvesting,  sow¬ 
ing,  drying,  packing,  preparing,  and  de¬ 
livery  of  tobacco. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators,  and 
machinery  operators  classification.  (1) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  on  tobacco  farms  performed 
by  drivers  of  motor  vehicles,  tractor 
operators,  or  operators  of  any  other  ag¬ 
ricultural  motor*  machinery.  Tractor 
operators  include  those  who  condition 
and  operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery  such  as  plows,  culti¬ 
vators,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate  a 
small  tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  com¬ 
monly  known  in  Puerto  Rico  as  mos¬ 
quito  to  haul  light  agricultural  machin¬ 
ery  used  in  farms  or  to  pull  dump  wag¬ 
ons,  mow  grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  tobacco  farms  performed  by 
craftsmen  who  practice,  carry  out,  or  ac¬ 
complish  any  work  which  requires  me¬ 
chanical  or  manual  skill,  including,  but 
without  limitation,  cabinetmakers,  elec¬ 
tricians,  painters,  mechanics,  masons, 
carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $0.58  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  on  tobacco  farms,  except 
those  included  in  any  other  tobacco  farm 
classifications. 

(e)  Coffee  farms.  Coffee  farms  are  de¬ 
fined  as  those  engaged  in  the  planting, 
replanting,  and  cultivating  of  coffee 
trees  (including  the  preparation  of  the 
soil) ;  the  harvesting  of  coffee;  the  re¬ 
moval  of  the  pulp  from  the  coffee  bean; 
the  washing,  drying,  hulling,  and  pack¬ 
ing  of  the  bean;  and  the  conditioning 
of  shade  trees  cultivated  in  connection 
with  the  growing  of  coffee. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators,  and 
machinery  operators  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  coffee  farms  performed  by 
drivers  of  motor  vehicles,  tractor  opera¬ 
tors,  or  operators  of  any  other  agricul¬ 
tural  motor  machinery.  Tractor  opera¬ 
tors  include  those  who  condition  and 
operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  such  as  plows,  cultiva¬ 
tors,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate  a  small 
tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  commonly 
known  In  Puerto  Rico  as  mosquito  to 


haul  light  agricultural  machinery  used 
in  farms  or  to  pull  dump  wagons,  mow 
grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(il)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  coffee  farms  performed  by 
craftsmen  who  practice,  carry  out  or 
accomplish  any  work  which  requires  me¬ 
chanical  or  manual  skill,  including,  but 
without  limitation,  cabinetmakers,  elec¬ 
tricians,  painters,  mechanics,  masons, 
carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $0.58  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  on  coffee  farms,  except 
those  included  in  any  other  coffee  farm 
classifications. 

(f)  Other  farms.  Other  farms  are  de¬ 
fined  as  those  engaged  in  all  other  work 
in  the  general  agriculture  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  other  than  work  included 
in  any  other  classification  of  this 
industry. 

(1)  Drivers,  tractor  operators,  and 
machinery  operators  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  other  farms  performed  by 
drivers  of  motor  vehicles,  tractor  opera¬ 
tors,  or  operators  of  any  other  agri¬ 
cultural  motor  machinery.  Tractor 
operators  include  those  who  condition 
and  operate  tractors  to  haul  heavy  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery  such  as  plows,  culti¬ 
vators,  rakes,  etc.,  and  may  operate  a 
small  tractor  (wheeled  tractor)  com¬ 
monly  known  in  Puerto  Rico  as  mosquito 
to  haul  light  agricultural  machinery  used 
in  farms  or  to  pull  dump  wagons,  mow 
grass,  sink  poles,  etc. 

(2)  Craftsmen  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  rate  for  this  classification  is 
$1.30  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  on  other  farms  performed 
by  craftsmen  who  practice,  carry  out  or 
accomplish  any  work  which  requires 
mechanical  or  manual  skill,  including, 
but  without  limitation,  cabinetmakers, 
electricians,  painters,  mechanics,  ma¬ 
sons,  carpenters,  or  plumbers. 

(3)  Other  workers  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  rate  for  this  classification 
is  $1.05  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  on  other  farms,  except  those 
included  in  any  other  classification  of 
this  industry. 

(Secs.  5,  6,  8,  52  Stat.  1062,  1064,  as  amended; 
29  U.S.C.  205,  206,  208) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  upon  the  expiration  of 
15  days  after  the  date  of  publication. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  February  1972. 

Horace  E.  Menasco, 
Administrator,  Wage  and  Hour 
Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor. 

[FR  Doc.72-2159  Filed  2-ll-72;8:47  am] 


Title  32-NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  XIV — Renegotiation  Board 

SUBCHAPTER  B— RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  1951  ACT 

PART  1452 — PRIME  CONTRACTS  AND 
SUBCONTRACTS  WITHIN  THE 
SCOPE  OF  THE  ACT 

Amendments  and  Deletion  to  List 

Section  1452.2  Application  of  the  act  to 
prime  contracts  ft  alnended  by  deleting, 
from  the  list  therein,  footnotes  1  and  2 
and  the  words  “National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration”  and  “Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency — June  30, 1964”  and  insert¬ 
ing  at  the  end  of  such  list  the  following : 

Maritime  Administration — Dec.  31,  1956. 
Federal  Maritime  Board — Dec.  31,  1956, 

Aug.  12.  1961. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administra¬ 
tion — Sept.  6,  1958. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency — June  30,  1964, 
Oct.  15, 1966. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — Oct.  15, 
1966. 

(Sec.  109,  65  Stat.  22;  50  U.S.C.A.,  App.  Sec. 
1219) 

Dated:  February  9,  1972. 

Richard  T.  Burress, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.72-2169  Filed  2-ll-72;8:53  am] 


Title  40— PROTECTION  OF 
ENVIRONMENT 

Chapter  I — Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDES  PROGRAMS 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR 
PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

Thiram 

A  notice  was  published  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  December  23,  1971  (36 
F.R.  24826),  proposing  establishment  of 
a  tolerance  for  residues  of  the  fungicide 
thiram  (tetramethyl  thiuram  disulfide) 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
onions  (dry  bulbs)  at  0.5  part  per  million. 
No  comments  or  requests  for  referral  to 
an  advisory  committee  were  received. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal  should 
be  adopted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(e)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  F.R.  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticides  Programs  (36  F.R. 
9038) ,  §  180.132  is  amended  by  adding  to 
the  end  thereof  a  new  paragraph,  as 
follows: 
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§  180.132  Thiram;  tolerances  for  resi¬ 
dues. 

•  *  «  •  • 

0.5  part  per  million  in  or  on  onions 
(dry  bulb) . 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Objections  Clerk,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Room  3175, 
South  Agriculture  Building,  12th  Street 
and  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and  spec¬ 
ify  with  particularity  the  provisions  of 
the  order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  its  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72) . 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  614;  21  U.S.C.  346a(e)) 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-2112  Filed  2-ll-72;8:47  am] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  5A — Federal  Supply  Service, 

General  Services  Administration 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

Part  5A-1  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  5A-1  —  GENERAL 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  5A-1 
is  amended  by  the  addition  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  entry: 

Sec. 

6A-1.304  Designation  of  solicitation  open¬ 
ing  time. 

Subpart  5A-1 .3 — General  Policies 

Section  5A-1.304  is  added  as  follows: 

§  5A— 1.304  Designation  of  solicitation 
opening  time. 

For  formally  advertised  solicitations, 
the  bid  opening  time  and  date  shall  be 
shown  on  SF  33,  Block  9,  as  follows:  Time 
(am.  or  p.m.),  Date  (month  —  Day  — 
Year  (in  numbers) ) ,  and  the  words:  “Lo¬ 
cal  time  at  the  place  of  bid  opening.” 


PART  5A-2 — PROCUREMENT  BY 
FORMAL  ADVERTISING 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  5A-2  is 
amended  by  the  addition  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  entry: 


Subpart  5A-2.2 — Solicitation  of  Bids 

1.  Section  5A-2.202-1  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


(a)  Standard  bidding  times  of  30  days 
for  standard  commercial  articles  or  serv¬ 
ices  and  40  days  for  other  than  standard 
commercial  articles  or  services  shall  gen¬ 
erally  be  used  by  contracting  officers. 
However,  deviations  may  be  called  for 
under  certain  conditions  as  illustrated  by 
the  following  examples: 

(1)  Less  than  standard — 

(1)  A  noncomplex  solicitation  for  a 
relatively  small  number  of  standard 
commercial  items  or  services  that  will 
be  circulated  only  within  the  immediate 
trading  area  of  the  contracting  office. 

(ii)  A  solicitation  covering  a  require¬ 
ment  for  standard  commercial  articles 
that  requires  expedited  procurement  to 
meet  ship  sailing  dates,  or  where  delivery 
time  is  important  but  negotiation  under 
“public  exigency”  authority  is  not  justi¬ 
fied. 

(2)  More  than  standard — 

(i)  A  complex  solicitation  for  a  large 
number  of  standard  commercial  articles 
or  services  to  be  covered  under  a  Federal 
Supply  Schedule  contract  or  term  con¬ 
tract. 

(ii)  A  solicitation  for  technical  equip¬ 
ment  wherein  standard  commercial  items 
must  be  modified  to  meet  Government 
specifications  and  bidders  must  prepare 
samples,  drawings,  illustrations,  etc., 
which  will  undergo  detailed  engineering 
evaluations. 

(b)  Deviations  from  standard  bidding 
times  are  authorized  but  require  the  ap¬ 
provals  as  set  forth  in  (1)  and  (2),  be¬ 
low: 

(1)  Less  than  standard  bidding  time. 
Less  than  the  standard  bidding  time 
must  be  approved  by  the  appropriate 
Branch  Chief  in  the  Procurement  Opera¬ 
tions  Division,  Central  Office,  or  by  the 
Chief  of  a  regional  Procurement  Divi¬ 
sion.  Except  for  noncomplex  solicita¬ 
tions  of  the  type  described  in  §  5A-2.202- 
1(a)  (1)  (i)  above,  no  approval  shall  be 
given  for  a  bidding  time  of  less  than  7 
days  for  standard  commercial  articles  or 
less  than  20  days  for  other  than  com¬ 
mercial  articles,  unless  approved  by  an 
official  at  the  next  higher  level  of  au¬ 
thority. 

(2)  More  than  standard  bidding  time. 
More  than  the  standard  bidding  time 
must  be  approved  by  the  Chief  of  the 
appropriate  branch  in  the  Procurement 
Operations  Division,  Central  Office,  or  by 
the  Chief  of  a  regional  Procurement 
Division. 

2.  Section  5A-2.202-3  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  5A— 2.202— 3  Place  and  method  of  de¬ 
livery  of  supplies. 

The  point  at  which  delivery  is  to  be 
made  to  the  Government  shall  be  stated 
clearly  in  each  solicitation  for  offers.  (See 
also  §  1-2.202-3.) 


Subpart  5A-2.4 — Opening  of  Bids  and 
Award  of  Contract 

1.  Section  5A-2.404-2(b)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§  5A— 2.404— 2  Rejection  of  individual 
bids. 

***** 

(b)  •  •  • 

( 1 )  If  a  page  or  pages  are  missing  from 
the  original  bid,  or  from  both  the  original 
and  any  signed  copy  of  a  bid,  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  shall  ascertain  whether 
this  is  a  major  defect  or  if  it  constitutes 
a  minor  informality  or  irregularity  which 
may  be  waived  under  5  1-2.405.  The  es¬ 
sential  test  of  whether  such  bid  may  be 
considered  responsive  is  whether  the 
bidder’s  intention  to  be  bound  by  all  sub¬ 
stantive  portions  of  the  solicitation  in 
any  resulting  contract  is  evident  from 
the  terms  of  the  bid  as  submitted. 
For  example,  where  the  solicitation  por¬ 
tion  of  SF  33  specifically  identifies  the 
number  of  pages  in  the  solicitation  and 
the  bidder  has  taken  no  exception  to 
any  portion  of  the  solicitation,  the  signed 
offer  usually  should  be  considered  as 
evidencing  the  bidder’s  intention  to  be 
bound  by  all  of  the  substantive  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  solicitation.  However, 
if  there  is  a  need  for  clarification  of  the 
bidder’s  intent  after  bid  opening  with 
regard  to  a  substantive  aspect,  such  ir¬ 
regularity  may  not  be  waived  and  the  bid 
must  be  rejected  as  nonresponsive. 

*  *  *  *  * 

2.  Section  5A-2.406-1  is  added  as 
follows: 


Where  a  contracting  officer  has  reason 
to  believe  that  a  mistake  may  have  been 
made  in  a  bid,  he  shall  request  from  the 
bidder  a  verification  of  the  bid.  This  re¬ 
quest  shall  include  the  specific  reasons 
for  the  contracting  officer’s  suspicion. 
Use  of  such  terms  as  "discrepancy  in  the 
bid,”  “disparity  in  bid,”  “disparity  in 
prices,”  “prices  are  out  of  line,”  and  sim¬ 
ilarly  indefinite  and  vague  terms  shall  be 
avoided. 

3.  Section  5A-2.407-l(c)  is  revised  as 
follows: 


»  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Preaward  inquiries  from  bidders 
normally  shall  be  directed  to  the  Busi¬ 
ness  Service  Center  in  accordance  with 
§  5-2.408(0.  If  the  inquiry  is  about  the 
status  of  an  award  and  notice  of  award 
has  not  been  issued,  the  Business  Service 
Center  personnel  or  the  contracting  per¬ 
sonnel,  as  appropriate,  shall  normally 
limit  their  response  to  a  statement  that 
final  award  determination  has  not  been 
made.  This  does  not  preclude  advising 
a  bidder  who  is  pressing  for  award  status, 
that  award  will  not  be  made  to  him,  when 
such  conclusion  has  been  reached  at  the 
appropriate  level  required  by  the  Delega¬ 
tions  of  Authority,  nor  does  it  preclude, 
when  applicable,  advising  the  bidder  that 
his  case  has  been  referred  to  the  Small 
Business  Administration  for  considera¬ 
tion  as  to  Certificate  of  Competency  ac¬ 
tion  and  the  reasons  therefor.  However, 


§  5A-2.202-1  Bidding  lime. 


§  5A— 2.406— 1  General. 


§  5A-2.407-1  General. 
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no  information  shall  be  given  out  with 
regard  to  the  status  of  a  proposed  award 
being  processed  through  GSA  approval 
channels.  When  pressed  for  information 
under  these  circumstances,  bidders  shall 
be  advised  that  our  policy  and  procedures 
do  not  permit  the  release  of  information 
about  status  of  awards  while  they  are  in 
process.  Any  action  or  discussion  which 
may  create  false  impressions  in  the  eyes 
of  prospective  contractors  about  any 
forthcoming  award  must  be  avoided. 
Bidders  must  clearly  understand  that, 
until  a  formal  notice  of  award  is  issued, 
no  communication  by  the  Government, 
whether  written  or  oral,  shall  be  inter¬ 
preted  as  a  promise  that  an  award  will 
be  made.  This  includes,  but  is  not  limited 
to,  requests  for  clarification  of  an  offer, 
requests  to  extend  the  offer  acceptance 
time,  or  requests  for  information  for  the 
purpose  of  verifying  an  offeror’s  ability 
to  perform  any  resultant  contract.  In 
conformance  with  the  foregoing,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provision  shall  be  included  in  all 
solicitations  for  offers: 

Award 

Until  a  formal  notice  of  award  is  Issued, 
no  communication  by  the  Government, 
whether  written  or  oral,  shall  be  Interpreted 
as  a  promise  that  an  award  will  be  made. 

•  •  *  *  * 


PART  5A— 72 — REGULAR  PURCHASE 
PROGRAMS  OTHER  THAN  FEDERAL 
SUPPLY  SCHEDULE 

Subpart  5A— 72.4 — Term  Contracts  for 
Commodities  Other  Than  Stores 
Stock  Items 

Section  5A-72.403  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  5A— 72.403  Distribution  of  informa¬ 
tion  and  placing  of  orders  under  zone 
and  national  contracts. 

(a)  Contracts  providing  for  orders  by 
Federal  Supply  Service  only.  Such  con¬ 
tracts  shall  provide  that  orders  may  be 
placed  by  all  FSS  regions  covered  in  the 
scope  of  the  contract.  The  contracts  shall 
be  summarized  on  GSA  Form  1584,  Con¬ 
tract  Summary,  which  shall  be  dis¬ 
tributed  with  copies  of  the  solicitation 
to  each  region  included  in  the  contract 
scope.  (See  8  5A-76.201.) 

(b)  Contracts  providing  for  direct  or¬ 
dering  by  agencies,  grantees  and  con¬ 
tractors  (see  8  101-26.7).  Such  term 
contracts  shall  be  summarized  in  appro¬ 
priate  format  to  provide  ordering  offices 
with  necessary  information.  Cover  sheets 
will  be  prepared  on  the  form  illustrated 
in  8  5A-16. 950-1955.  Cover  for  Term 
Contract  Ordering  Data,  and  shall  con¬ 
tain:  (1)  FSC  group  or  group  and  in¬ 
dustry  number  in  the  case  of  service 
contracts;  (2)  complete  title  of  the  con¬ 
tract^)  ;  (3)  address  of  the  issuing  office; 
and  (4)  effective  period  of  the  contract. 
A  national,  zone,  or  regional  map,  as 
appropriate,  will  be  printed  in  the  lower 
left  hand  corner  of  the  cover  sheet  to 
depict  the  area  of  geographic  coverage. 
GSA  Form  1955,  Cover  Sheet  for  Term 
Contract  Ordering  Data,  and  attach¬ 
ments,  shall  be  distributed  directly  by 
the  contract  issuing  office  to  addresses 


which  will  be  furnished,  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  by  Region  8,  Centralized  Mailing 
Lists  Services  (CMLS).  (See  GSA  Order 
FSS  1860.4.) 


PART  5 A— 73 — FEDERAL  SUPPLY 
SCHEDULE  PROGRAM 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  5A-73 
is  amended  by  the  addition  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  entry: 

Sec. 

5A-73. 123-3  Cancellation  provision. 

Subpart  5A— 73.1 — Production  and 
Maintenance 

Section  5A-73. 123-3  is  added  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  5A— 73.123— 3  Cancellation  provision. 

All  multiple  award  solicitations  includ¬ 
ing  New  Item  Introductory  Schedule 
solicitations,  shall  contain  the  following 
cancellation  provision: 

Cancellation 

Resultant  contracts  may  be  canceled  In 
whole  or  In  part  by  either  party  upon  SO  days 
written  notice. 

(Sec.  206(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c); 
41  CFR  6-1.101  (C))  ’ 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  shown  below. 

Dated:  February  1,  1972. 

M.  S.  Meeker, 
Commissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-2113  Filed  2-ll-72;8:47  ami 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior 

[Circular  2320] 

PART  25— USE  OF  THE  “JOHNNY 
HORIZON”  SYMBOL 

On  page  21207  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  November  4,  1971,  there  was  published 
a  notice  and  text  of  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subtitle  A  of  Title  43,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  The  purpose  of 
the  amendment  is  to  provide  rules  for 
the  commercial  manufacture,  importa¬ 
tion,  reproduction,  and  use  of  the  char¬ 
acter  “Johnny  Horizon” — the  official 
symbol  for  a  public  service  antilitter  and 
environmental  cleanup  program  to  main¬ 
tain  the  beauty  and  utility  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  public  lands  carried  on  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior.  It  also  provides 
guidelines  for  noncommercial  use  and 
for  contributions  of  money  and  personal 
property  to  the  “Johnny  Horizon”  pro¬ 
gram.  These  regulations  are  promulgated 
in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  September 
25. 1970  (  84  Stat.  870). 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
December  16,  1971,  within  which  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
to  the  proposed  amendment.  Only  one 
comment  was  received  which  suggested 


that  the  word  “importation”  be  Included 
in  certain  sections  to  prevent  the  im¬ 
portation  of  unauthorized  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon”  items  manufactured  or  reproduced 
outside  of  the  United  States.  This  sug¬ 
gested  change  has  been  made.  A  refer¬ 
ence  to  State  agencies  as  possible  co- 
operators  has  also  been  added. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  as  changed,  and  Is  set  forth  be¬ 
low.  This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  February  15.  1972. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  4, 1972. 

Sec. 

26.0-1  Purpose. 

26.0-2  Objectives. 

26.0-3  Authority. 

26.0-6  Definitions. 

25.1  Commercial  use. 

25.2  Noncommercial  use. 

25.3  Contributions. 

25.4  Unauthorized  use. 

Authority:  The  provision  of  this  Part  25 
Issued  under  the  Act  of  September  25,  1970 
(84  Stat.  870). 

A  new  Part  25  Is  added  to  Subtitle  A, 
Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  to  read  as  follows: 

§  25.0—1  Purpose. 

This  subpart  establishes  rules  for  the 
commercial  and  noncommercial  use  of 
the  “Johnny  Horizon”  symbol  and  name. 

§  25.0-2  Objectives. 

The  objectives  of  these  regulations  are 

(a)  to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  name 
and  characterization  of  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon” — the  official  symbol  for  a  public 
service  antilitter  and  environmental 
cleanup  program  to  maintain  the  beauty 
and  utility  of  the  Nation’s  public  lands, 

(b)  to  authorize  the  noncommercial  use 
of  the  symbol,  and  (c)  to  provide  for  use 
or  royalty  fees  for  the  manufacture,  re¬ 
production,  or  use  of  the  symbol  for  com¬ 
mercial  purposes. 

§  25.0—3  Authority. 

The  Act  of  September  25,  1970  (84 
Stat.  870)  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  establish  and  collect  use 
or  royalty  fees  for  the  manufacture,  re¬ 
production,  or  use  of  the  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon”  name  and  symbol.  The  Act  makes 
unauthorized  manufacture,  reproduc¬ 
tion,  and  use  a  crime  (18  U.S.C.  714), 
The  Act  also  provides  that  royalty  and 
use  fees  will  be  deposited  in  a  special 
account  and  used  for  the  purpose  of  fur- ' 
thering  nationwide  antilitter  campaigns. 

§  25.0—5  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  The  term  “Johnny  Horizon" 
means  the  name  or  characterization 
“Johnny  Horizon”  originated  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  as  the  official  symbol  for 
a  public  service  antilitter  and  environ¬ 
mental  cleanup  program,  and  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  18  U.S.C.  714,  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  a  tall,  lean  man,  with  strong 
facial  features,  who  wears  slacks  and 
sport  shirt  buttoned  to  the  collar  (both 
green,  when  colored),  no  tie,  a  field 
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jacket  (red,  when  colored),  boot-type 
shoes  (brown,  when  colored)  and  who 
carries  a  backpack. 

(b)  “Director”  means  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  or  the 
person  he  delegates  to  act  for  him  on 
matters  pertaining  to  the  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon”  program. 

(c)  “Johnny  Horizon  program”  means 
those  activities  and  supporting  services 
conducted  in  furtherance  of  a  public 
service  antilitter  and  environmental 
cleanup  campaign  which  uses  the 
“Johnny  Horizon”  name  or  symbol. 

§  25.1  Commercial  use. 

(a)  Licenses.  The  “Johnny  Horizon” 
name  or  symbol  may  be  used  for  com¬ 
mercial  purposes  only  under  a  license 
issued  pursuant  to  the  regulations  in  this 
part.  Licenses  will  be  granted  to  any  in¬ 
dividual,  business,  or  corporation  if  the 
Director  determines  that  the  proposed 
commercial  use  will  promote  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  “Johnny  Horizon”  program 
and  will  not  impair  the  integrity  of  the 
name  or  symbol. 

(b)  Terms  and  conditions.  In  order  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  “Johnny 
Horizon”  program  and  to  regulate  the 
manufacture,  importation,  reproduction, 
and  use  of  the  “Johnny  Horizon”  name 
and  symbol  licenses  will  be  subject,  but 
not  limited,  to  the  following  terms  and 
conditions: 

(1)  Payment  of  fair  return  to  the 
United  States  for  its  property  through 
negotiation  of  use  or  royalty  fees. 

(2)  Licenses  are  nontransferable. 

(3)  All  proposed  products  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  prior  to  manu¬ 
facture,  importation,  or  reproduction  by 
the  licensee.  Substances  inherently  dan¬ 
gerous  to  users  shall  not  be  used. 

(4)  All  licenses  shall  contain  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  provisions  in 
compliance  with  Executive  Order  11246, 
as  amended  (30  F.R.  12319  (1965)),  and 
regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto  (41 
CFR  Chapter  60  and  Part  17  of  this 
chapter). 

(5)  Alteration  of  artwork  must  first 
be  approved  by  the  Director. 

(6)  Licenses  shall  be  subject  to  revoca¬ 
tion  by  the  Director  at  any  time  he  finds 
that  (i)  the  use  involved  is  injurious 
to  the  characterization  of  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon,”  or  (ii)  there  has  been  a  violation 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
license. 

§  25.2  Noncommercial  use. 

(a)  Permitted  uses.  Products  bearing 
the  name  or  symbol  of  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon,"  provided  by  the  Government  or 
acquired  from  licensed  sources,  may  be 
used  without  a  license  or  advance  per¬ 
mission  by  any  person  or  organization  for 
the  purpose  of  furthering  antilitter  and 
environmental  cleanup  campaigns,  pro¬ 
vided  that  no  charge  is  made  by  the  un¬ 
licensed  user  for  service  or  products. 

(b)  Technical  advice.  To  the  extent 
possible,  technical  advice  will  be  given  to 
interested  parties  upon  request  to  the 
Director. 

(c)  Cooperation.  The  Director  may 
enter  into  cooperative  agreements  with 


other  Federal  and  State  agencies  for  use 
of  the  name  or  symbol  of  “Johnny  Hori¬ 
zon.”  Agreements  shall  state  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  each  agency  pertaining  to  ( 1 ) 
maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  (2)  supplying  materials,  (3)  assist¬ 
ing  other  groups  or  organizations,  (4) 
restrictions  of  uses  of  materials,  (5) 
altering  artwork,  and  (6)  making  ar¬ 
rangements  with  public  personalities  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  program. 

§  25.3  Contributions. 

The  Director  may  accept  contributions 
of  money  and  personal  property  by  any 
person  or  organization  for  use  in  the 
“Johnny  Horizon”  program. 

§  25.4  Unauthorized  use. 

Manufacture,  importation,  reproduc¬ 
tion,  or  use  of  the  “Johnny  Horizon” 
name  or  symbol,  except  as  provided  for 
under  these  regulations  in  this  part  is 
prohibited  (18  U.S.C.  714) . 

(FR  Doc.72-2144  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am] 


Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

|  Public  Land  Order  5159 1 
(Colorado  0124514] 

COLORADO 

Powersite  Restoration  No.  685;  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Powersite  Reserve  No.  335 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  24  of  the  Act  of  June  10,  1920, 
41  Stat.  1075,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tion  818  (1964) ,  and  pursuant  to  the  De¬ 
termination  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  in  DA-473-Colorado,  it  is  or¬ 
dered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  order  of  January  27, 
1913,  creating  Powersite  Reserve  No.  335, 
is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  it  affects  the 
following  described  lands: 

Ute  Principal  Meridian 

T.  1  N„  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  20,  lot  4. 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T  11  S  R  102  W 

Sec.  36.  NEV4NWJ4,  N^SE^NW^,  SW>/4 

se y4 NW V4 .  Nwy„sw>4,  w/2nei/4sw>/4, 

SE14NE%SW»4. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  102  W., 

Sec.  12,  SE^NW^. 

T.  13  S..R.  102  W., 

Sec.  l.EViSEVi; 

Sec.  12.NEJ4NEK,  W‘/aE^; 

Sec.  13,  W^E »/2; 

Sec.  24,  W&EV4  (lots  1, 3,  4.  5) ; 

Sec.  25,  Wy2NE>/4,  E14NW14,  N>/aSW'4, 
swy4swy4  (lots  1  through  7) ; 

Sec.  35,  NEi/4NE%,S i/2 NE '/a ,  W >/2 SE Va • 

Sec.  36,  NWy4NW*4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  1307.17  acres  in  Mesa 
County. 

All  of  the  lands  except  the  patented 
SE1/4NWy4,  sec.  12,  T.  12  S.,  R.  102  W„ 
are  public  lands. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  (Hi  March  14,  1972,  the 
public  lands  shall  be  open  to  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws  generally,  sub¬ 
ject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  provi¬ 


sions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All  valid 
applications  received  at  or  prior  to  10 
a  m.  on  March  14,  1972,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  simultaneously  filed  at  that 
time.  Those  received  thereafter  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing.  These 
lands  have  been  and  continue  to  be  open 
to  applications  and  offers  under  the  min¬ 
eral  leasing  laws,  and  to  location  under 
the  U.S.  mining  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Of¬ 
fice,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  7, 1972. 

|FR  Doc.72-2140  Filed  2-ll-72;8:46  am] 


(Public  Land  Order  5160] 

(Colorado  071589] 

COLORADO 

Amendment  of  Public  Land  Order  No. 
2732 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R. 
4831 ) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows : 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  2732  of 
July  19,  1962,  withdrawing  national  for¬ 
est  lands  for  camp  and  picnic  grounds, 
recreation  areas,  and  for  watershed  man¬ 
agement,  so  far  as  it  described  land  by 
legal  subdivisions  in  sections  17  and  20, 
T.  42  N„  R.  2  E.,  for  the  Wheeler  Geolog¬ 
ical  Area,  is  hereby  amended  to  embrace 
instead  the  land  described  by  metes  and 
bounds  as  follows: 

New  Mexico  Principle  Meridian 
T.  42  N.,  R.  2  E., 

A  tract  of  land  beginning  at  corner  No.  1 
from  which  Oeologlcal  Survey  Halfmoon 
marker  (lat.  37 '53 '58.673”  N„  long.  106'- 
46'49.81”  W.)  bears  North  0°2.35  chains 
to  a  witness  corner  and  thence  North 
15 '46'  W.  54.36  chains  to  the  Geological 
Survey  Halfmoon  marker : 

Thence  from  corner  No.  1  West  80.00  chains 
to  Brass  Cap  Corner  No.  2  (from  which 
the  GLO  section  corner  common  to  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  24,  T.  42  N.,  R.  1  E„  and 
sections  18  and  19,  T.  42  N.,  R.  2  E„  lies 
South  45'26'  West  35.83  chains  West) : 

Thence  South  80.00  chains  to  Brass  Cap 
No.  3; 

Thence  East  80.00  chains  to  Brass  Cap  No. 

4; 

Thence  North  80.00  chains  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

The  area  described  aggregates  640 
acres. 

2.  The  lands  are  national  forest  lands 
in  the  Rio  Grande  National  Forest.  At 
10  a.m.  on  March  14,  1972,  all  lands  pre¬ 
viously  included  in  the  description  of 
the  Wheeler  Geological  Area,  which  are 
not  included  in  the  amended  description, 
shall  be  open  to  such  forms  of  disposition 
as  may  by  law  be  made  of  national  forest 
lands. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  7, 1972. 

[FR Doc.72-2141  Filed 2-ll-72;8:46  am] 
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[Public  Land  Order  5161] 

[Colorado  012310] 

COLORADO 

Modification  of  Public  Land  Order 
No.  1272 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.*  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R. 
483 1 ) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows : 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  1272  of 
March  14,  1956,  withdrawing  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  public  lands  for  experi¬ 
mental  purposes,  scientific  research,  and 
studies  in  erosion  and  sedimentation  con¬ 
trol  as  the  Badger  Wash  Study  Area,  is 
hereby  modified  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  leasing  the  lands  for  oil  and 
gas  under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
February  25,  1920,  41  Stat.  437,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  30  U.S.C. 
section  181  et  seq.  (1970) : 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T.  8  S.,  R.  103  W„ 

Tract  56,  lots  10,  11,  and  12; 

Sec.  19,  lots  6  to  8,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  30,  lots  5  to  7,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  31,  lots  5,  6,  7,  8.  10.  11,  12,  13,  14,  and 
15. 

T  8  S  R  104  W 

Sec’.’  24.  Eft,’  sy2NWV4,  E&SWV4.  NW>/4 
swy4; 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  26,  SE 1/4NE  Vi .  SE  Vi ; 

Sec.  35,  Ei/2,  EViSWVi; 

Sec.  36. 

T.  9  S.,  R.  103  W„ 

Sec.  6,  lots  3  and  4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  3,119.91 
acres  in  Mesa  County. 

2.  All  valid  applications  and  offers  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  March  14, 
1972,  shall  be  considered  as  simulta¬ 
neously  filed  at  that  time.  Those  received 
thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the 
order  of  filing. 

3.  All  leases  issued  under  the  provisions 
of  the  above-cited  mineral  leasing  law 
will  contain  the  stipulation  that  no  oc¬ 
cupancy  for  oil  and  gas  exploration  or 
production  will  be  permitted,  and  direc¬ 
tional  drilling  only  from  well  sites  outside 
the  lands  described  above  will  be  per¬ 
mitted.  An  applicant  for  a  lease  must 
consent  to  such  stipulations  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  for  issuance  of  a  lease. 

Inquiries  concerning  this  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Colorado  State  Office, 
Room  700,  Colorado  State  Bank  Building, 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  CO  80202. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  7, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-2142  Plied  2-11-72:8:46  am) 


[Public  Land  Order  5162] 

[Montana  18092] 

MONTANA 

Partial  Revocation  of  Reclamation 
Withdrawals 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  32  Stat. 


388,  43  U.S.C.  416  (1970),  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

The  departmental  orders  of  August  18, 
1902,  March  2,  1903,  and  April  30,  1928, 
which  withdrew  lands  for  reclamation 
purposes,  are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as 
it  affects  the  following  described  lands: 

Montana  Principal  Meridian 
T.  30  N„  R.  31  E„ 

Sec.  1,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  S^NVi,  Ny2SV&, 
and  SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  2; 

Sec.  3,  lot  4; 

Sec.  4.  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  SW  >/4  NE  Vi . 

sy2NWV4,  and  8%; 

Sec.  5; 

Sec.  8,  NEV4  and  SE V4 NW V4 ; 

Sec.  9,  Ni/2,  Ny2SWV4,  and  SEV4: 

Sec.  10.  sy2NEy4,'WV4.  NV4SEV4,  SWV4SEV4. 
Ni/2SEy4SEV4,  N  i/2  S  W  >/4  SE  %  SE  i/4 ,  SWV4 
SW  V4  SE  V4  SE  V4 .  NW  %  SE  i/4  SW  >/4  SE  V4 

SE*4,  N  i/2  N  W  i/4  SE  i/4  SE  \\  SE  Vi ,  and 

S  W  >/4  NW  V4  SE  V4  SE  V4  SE  V4 ; 

Sec.  n,  NV4,  Ny2NEV4NEV4NEV4SWV4. 
S  W  Vi  NE  V4  NE  V4  NE  Vi  SW  V4 ,  NWV4NE>4 

NE  V4  s W  V4 ,  NW  V4  S W  V4  NE  %  NE  y4  S W  >/4 . 
NW  V4  NE  Vi  SW  Vi ,  N  i/2  NW  >/4  S  W  (4  NE  i/4 

sw»4.  s w V4 nw V4 sw y4 ne y4 s w y4 ,  Ny2 
nw V4 SW V4 ,  sw V4 nw V4 s w V4 ,  NV4SEV4 
nw  V4  s w  V4 ,  s w  V4  SE  V4  nw  V4  sw  V4 .  Nwy4 
SE  V4  SE  V4  N  w  V4  SW  V4 ,  N^NE^NWVi 

SWV4SWV4,  S  W  i/4  NE  i/4  NW  '/4  SW  %  SW  Vi . 
Nwy4NWy4SWV4SWV4,  and  NW>/4SWV4 
NWV4SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  15,  NW  %  NE  V4  and  Ny2NWV4- 
T.  31N..R.  31  E„ 

Sec.  21,  lot  1,  SEV4SWV4,  N>/2SEV4.  and 
SWV4SEV4; 

Sec.  22,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  and  NV^SVi ; 
Sec.  23,  SEV4NEV4  and  sy2; 

Secs.  24  to  28,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  29,  lot  1,  SEV4NEV4,  SE  %  SW  Vi ,  N‘/2 
SEV4.  and  SWV4SEV4; 

Sec.  32,  lots  1  to  6,  Inclusive,  NEV4NWV4, 
SEViSW>4SWV4.  and  Ey2SWV4; 

Secs.  33  to  36,  Inclusive. 

T.  30  N.,R.  32  E., 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  8,  inclusive,  and  lot  12. 

T.  31  N„  R.  32  E„ 

Sec.  19.  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  and  E(4  W y2 ; 
Sec.  28,  SWV4 ; 

Sec.  29 .  SW  %  NE  V4 ,  S  y2  NW  % .  and  S  y2 ; 

Secs.  30  and  31; 

Sec.  32,  Ni/2  and  Ny2S>/2; 

Sec.  33,  lots  1,  2,  3.  5,  6,  and  7,  S»/2NEV4, 
NWV4,  and  NEV4SEV4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
12,131.95  acres  in  Phillips  County. 

The  lands  are  within  the  Bowdoin  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge  as  established  by 
Executive  Order  No.  7295  of  February  14, 
1936,  and  as  modified  by  Executive  Order 
No.  8592  of  November  12,  1940,  and  are 
subject  to  such  laws  and  regulations  per¬ 
taining  to  wildlife  refuges. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  7, 1972. 

[PR  Doc.72-2143  Piled  2-1 1-72; 8: 46  am] 

Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  V — National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Department 
of  Transportation 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Definition  of  Gross  Axle  Weight  Rating 

This  notice  amends  the  definition  of 
“Gross  axle  weight  rating*’  to  reflect  more 


clearly  the  intended  meaning  of  the 
phrase. 

Gross  axle  weight  rating  is  defined  in 
49  CFR  571.3  as  follows: 

"Gross  axle  weight  rating”  or  "GAWR”: 
Means  the  value  specified  by  the  vehicle 
manufacturer  as  the  loaded  weight  on  a 
single  axle  measured  at  the  tire-ground 
Interfaces. 

GAWR,  as  it  has  been  interpreted  by 
this  agency  in  response  to  questions  from 
interested  persons,  is  intended  to  reflect 
the  load  carrying  capacity  of  the  axle 
system,  and  not  necessarily  the  actual 
load  that  may  be  imposed  on  an  axle 
system  by  a  vehicle  in  use.  The  capac'ty 
should  normally  be  at  least  equal  to  the 
imposed  load,  of  course,  but  it  may  ex¬ 
ceed  the  imposed  load  to  any  extent 
desired  by  the  vehicle  manufacturer. 

In  order  to  express  this  intent  more 
clearly,  the  definition  of  “Gross  axle 
weight  rating”  in  49  CFR  §  571.3,  Defini¬ 
tions,  is  hereby  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  571.3  Definitions. 

•  *  •  •  • 

“Gross  axle  weight  rating”  or  “GAWR” 

means  the  value  specified  by  the  vehicle 
manufacturer  as  the  load-carrying 
capacity  of  a  single  axle  system,  as  meas¬ 
ured  at  the  tire-ground  interfaces. 

*  *  •  *  * 

Effective  date:  February  12, 1972. 

Since  this  amendment  is  interpretative 
in  nature,  and  reflects  current  under¬ 
standing  and  practice,  it  is  found  for 
good  cause  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  thereon  are  unnecessary,  and  that 
an  immediate  effective  date  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  of  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act,  15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407,  and 
delegation  of  authority,  49  CFR  1.51) 

Issued  on  February  8,  1972. 

Douglas  W.  Toms, 
Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.72-2178  Plied  2-ll-72;8:63  am] 

Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Chapter  II — Office  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Housing  Production  and 
Mortgage  Credit — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  [Federal  Housing 
Administration],  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 

[Docket  No.  R-72-163] 

PART  275 — LOW  RENT  PUBLIC 
HOUSING 

Appendix — Prototype  Cost  Limits  for 
Public  Housing;  Amendment 

In  the  Federal  Register  issued  for 
Saturday,  May  1,  1971  (36  FJt.  8213- 
8232)  prototype  per  unit  cost  schedules 
were  published  pursuant  to  section  209 
(a)  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1970.  While  these  schedules 
are  currently  being  evaluated  in  light  of 
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3187 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  59  ] 

INSPECTION  OF  EGGS  AND  EGG 
PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Requirement  of  Formula  and 
Approval  of  Labels  for  Use  in  Of¬ 
ficial  Plants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  consider¬ 
ing  amendments  to  the  Regulations  Gov¬ 
erning  the  Inspection  of  Eggs  and  Egg 
Products  under  authority  of  the  Egg 
Products  Inspection  Act  (84  Stat.  1620 
et  seq.,  21  U.S.C.  1031-1056). 

Statement  of  Considerations 

Egg  products  are  used  extensively  by 
institutions  and  food  manufacturing 
plants  such  as  bakeries,  confectioners, 
and  premix  manufacturers. 

Sometimes  water  is  added  to  egg  prod¬ 
ucts  either  as  a  carrier  to  dissolve  and 
disperse  other  Ingredients  in  the  product, 
or  to  attain  certain  formulations.  It  is 
important  for  the  users  of  egg  products, 
especially  when  these  products  are  in¬ 
corporated  with  other  ingredients,  to 
have  informative  labeling  on  such  prod¬ 
ucts  for  proper  formulations  and  to  pre¬ 
vent  deception.  In  order  to  provide  this 
information,  the  Department  is  propos¬ 
ing  to  amend  the  Egg  and  Egg  Products 
Inspection  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  59) 
and  proposed  amendments  to  such  part 
in  §  59.411(c)  (1)  published  February  5, 
1972,  in  37  F.R.  2777,  to  require  that 
when  water  is  added  to  egg  products  in 
excess  of  that  needed  to  reconstitute 
dehyrated  ingredients,  the  total  amount 
of  water  added,  including  the  water  con¬ 
tent  of  any  cellulose  or  vegetable  gum 
used  will  be  indicated  in  the  ingredient 
statement  on  the  label  as  a  percentage 
of  the  total  product  volume.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  would  become  effec¬ 
tive  September  1,  1972, 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  comments'  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal  shall  file  the 
same  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
112,  Administration  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250,  no  later  than  March  13, 
1972. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposed  amendment  is  as  follows: 

In  proposed  amendments  to  7  CFR 
Part  59  published  February  5,  1972  in 
37  F.R.  2777,  paragraph  (c)(1)  of  §  59.- 
411  would  be  revised  to  read: 


§  59.411  Requirement  of  formulas  and 
approval  of  labels  for  use  in  official 
egg  products  plants. 

•  •  ♦  •  * 

(C)  *  *  * 

(1)  The  common  or  usual  name,  if 
any,  and  if  the  product  is  comprised  of 
two  or  more  ingredients,  such  ingredients 
shall  be  listed  in  the  order  of  descending 
proportions.  When  water  (excluding  that 
used  to  reconstitute  dehydrated  ingredi¬ 
ents  back  to  their  normal  composition)  is 
added  to  an  egg  product,  the  total 
amount  of  water  added,  including  the 
water  content  of  any  cellulose  or  vege¬ 
table  gums  used,  shall  be  expressed  as  a 
percentage  of  the  total  product  volume 
in  the  ingredient  statement  on  the  label. 
This  subparagraph  (1)  is  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1972; 

•  *  *  *  * 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  February  1972. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.72-2171  Filed  2-11-72:8:52  am] 


E  7  CFR  Parts  1001,  1002  1 

[Dockets  Nos.  AO-14-A51,  AO-71-A64] 

MILK  IN  BOSTON  REGIONAL  AND 

NEW  YORK-NEW  JERSEY  MARKET¬ 
ING  AREAS 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  Agreements  and  to  Orders 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreements  and  the  orders  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  foresaid  mar¬ 
keting  areas. 

The  hearing  was  held,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  (7  CFR  Part  900),  at 
New  York,  N.Y.,  on  January  6,  1972,  pur¬ 
suant  -to  notice  thereof  issued  on 
December  17,  1971  (36  F.R.  24820). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Programs,  on  January  20,  1972 
(37  F.R.  1112)  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
his  recommended  decision  containing 
notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file  written 
exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings 
of  the  recommended  decision  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein. 

Hie  material  issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 


1.  Increased  takeouts  under  the  sea¬ 
sonal  incentive  plan. 

2.  Emergency  action. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof: 

1.  Increased  takeouts  under  the  sea¬ 
sonal  incentive  plan.  The  Boston  Region¬ 
al  and  New  York-New  Jersey  milk  orders 
should  be  amended  to  provide  an  addi¬ 
tional  10  cents  per  hundredweight  take¬ 
out  under  the  seasonal  incentive  pricing 
plans  during  the  months  of  March 
through  June.  The  resulting  amount  tak¬ 
en  out  for  each  month  under  these  or¬ 
ders  thus  would  be:  March,  20  cents; 
April,  30  cents;  and  May  and  June,  40 
cents. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  current  orders 
the  Class  I  price  is  based  on  and  moved 
by  the  average  price  per  hundredweight 
for  manufacturing  grade  milk  f.o.b. 
plants  in  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  as 
reported  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  preceding  month  on 
a  3.5  percent  butterfat  basis.  The  Class  II 
price  is  the  lesser  of  such  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin  pay  price  or  a  butter  powder 
formula  price  and  is  adjusted  monthly 
in  varied  amounts  ranging  from  a  sub¬ 
traction  of  a  maximum  of  12  cents  to  an 
addition  of  a  maximum  of  10  cents. 

Before  computing  the  uniform  price 
payable  to  producers  for  each  of  the 
months  of  March  through  June,  an 
amount  determined  by  multiplying  the 
volume  of  pooled  milk  by  the  speci¬ 
fied  takeout  rate  under  the  seasonal  in¬ 
centive  pricing  plan  is  subtracted  from 
the  pool  funds.  These  amounts  are  held 
by  the  market  administrator  and  added 
to  the  pool  funds  distributed  during  the 
months  of  August  through  November. 
The  amount  of  the  payback  during  the 
month  of  August  is  25  percent  of  the 
total  amount  withheld  in  the  4  spring 
months,  in  September  30  percent,  in 
October  30  percent,  and  in  November  the 
remainder  plus  interest  earned  on  the 
aggregate  fund  withheld  in  the  March 
through  June  period. 

The  New  York-New  England  Dairy  Co¬ 
operative  Coordinating  Committee,  rep¬ 
resenting  16  cooperative  producer  asso¬ 
ciations  with  extensive  producer  mem¬ 
bership  under  the  northeastern  orders, 
proposed  that  the  specified  amounts  of 
takeout  under  the  Boston  Regional  and 
New  York-New  Jersey  milk  orders  be  in¬ 
creased  by  10  cents  per  hundredweight 
during  the  months  of  March  through 
June,  in  the  identical  manner  here 
adopted. 

Another  substantial  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  also  proposed  that  the  Boston 
Regional  order  takeout  be  increased  by 
10  cents  per  hundredweight  during  these 
months  but  held  that  no  change  should 
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be  made  in  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
order  at  this  time. 

The  Committee’s  justification  for 
amending  the  orders  emanates  from  the 
fact  that: 

1.  The  blend  prices  payable  to  pro¬ 
ducers  under  the  two  orders  have  sub¬ 
stantially  increased  since  the  seasonal 
incentive  plan  was  adopted.  Because  the 
takeout  amounts  are  fixed  under  the 
terms  of  the  orders  and  have  remained 
unchanged,  their  effect  as  a  tool  for  pro¬ 
moting  more  uniform  production  has 
decreased. 

2.  The  seasonality  in  the  Class  II 
prices  is  less  than  when  the  seasonal  in¬ 
centive  plan  was  adopted,  and  this  has 
reduced  the  seasonality  in  the  blend 
prices  under  the  orders. 

Milk  production  in  these  markets  nor¬ 
mally  peaks  during  spring  months  and 
reaches  its  lowest  level  during  the  fall 
months,  usually  in  November.  Market 
needs  for  milk  for  fluid  use  tend  to  be 
greatest  during  the  period  when  supply 
is  shortest.  To  encourage  more  even  pro¬ 
duction,  the  orders  historically  employed 
seasonally  varied  Class  I  prices.  Prices 
were  lowest  in  the  flush  production 
months  and  highest  in  the  months  of 
shortest  production.  The  seasonally  var¬ 
ied  prices  which  handlers  were  required 
to  pay  generally  resulted  in  seasonally 
varied  resale  prices.  The  resulting  varia¬ 
tions  in  resale  prices  were  not  well  re¬ 
ceived  by  consumers  and  were  believed  to 
have  an  adverse  effect  on  overall 
consumption. 

In  April  1967  these  orders  were 
amended  to  provide  the  present  seasonal 
incentive  plan  generally  referred  to  as 
the  Louisville  plan.  Under  this  plan,  a 
specified  amount  per  hundredweight  is 
deducted  during  the  spring  months  of 
greatest  production.  These  monies  are 
added  back,  plus  interest  earned,  during 
the  fall  months  when  production  is  low¬ 
est.  The  plan  results  in  seasonally  varied 
producer  prices  and  thus  functions  to 
promote  uniform  production  In  essen¬ 
tially  the  same  manner  as  the  pricing 
plan  employed  previously  under  the  or¬ 
ders  by  financially  rewarding  those 
dairymen  who  adjust  their  production  to 
peak  during  the  fall  months  when 
blended  prices  for  milk  are  highest. 

Proponents  indicated  that  uniform 
production  contributes  to  marketing  ef¬ 
ficiency  which  results  in  lower  hauling 
and  storage  costs,  reduced  overall  oper¬ 
ating  costs,  and  increased  returns  on  sur¬ 
plus  utilization.  They  pointed  out  that 
because  take-out  amounts  are  fixed 
amounts  under  terms  of  the  order,  the 
effectiveness  of  such  deductions  decreases 
as  milk  prices  increase. 

Since  adoption  of  the  plan  in  1967,  the 
Minnesota- Wisconsin  price  for  milk  of 
3.5  percent  butterfat  content  has  in¬ 
creased  82  cents,  or  21  percent.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  seasonal  spread  in  the  Class  II 
price,  which  averaged  40  cents  in  the 
1964-68  period,  decreased  to  an  average 
of  only  26  cents  in  the  1968-71  period. 

The  upward  spiral  of  the  Minnesota 
and  Wisconsin  manufacturing  milk  price, 
on  which  both  Class  I  and  Class  n  prices 
are  based,  has  resulted  in  a  very  sub¬ 


stantial  increase  in  class  prices  under  the 
orders.  The  fixed  spring  take-outs  under 
the  seasonal  incentive  pricing  plan 
throughout  this  period  of  rapidly  increas¬ 
ing  prices  in  conjunction  with  a  decline 
in  the  seasonality  in  Class  n  prices  has 
resulted  in  a  decline  in  the  seasonality 
of  prices  payable  to  producers. 

Under  usual  circumstances  it  would  be 
expected  that  insufficient  seasonal  swing 
in  producers’  pay  prices  would  result  in 
deterioration  of  the  seasonal  production 
pattern.  There  is  little  indication  that 
the  production  pattern  in  these  markets 
has  been  significantly  altered  by  the 
change  in  seasonality  of  pricing  which 
has  thus  far  occurred.  However,  propo¬ 
nents’  concern  that  the  present  seasonal 
production  pattern  may  not  continue  in 
the  face  of  the  declining  price  incentive 
for  fall  production  is  valid.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded,  therefore,  that  proponents’  re¬ 
quest  for  a  10-cent  per  hundredweight 
increase  in  the  take-out  amounts  during 
the  spring  months  should  be  and  is 
hereby  adopted. 

The  spokesman  for  the  cooperative 
which  proposed  amendment  of  the  Bos¬ 
ton  Regional  order  but  opposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  New  York-New  Jersey  order 
held  that  an  increased  take-out  rate 
under  Order  1  would  facilitate  an  im¬ 
proved  pattern  of  production  under  that 
order.  He  indicated,  however,  that  the 
change  would  result  in  an  identical  sea¬ 
sonal  pricing  plan  under  the  Boston  Re¬ 
gional  and  Connecticut  orders  (the  Con¬ 
necticut  take-out  is  currently  10  cents 
higher  than  Boston  Regional  and  New 
York-New  Jersey)  and  this  would  tend 
to  implement  consolidation  of  those 
orders.  This,  he  stated,  was  the  primary 
reason  for  the  cooperative’s  proposal  to 
amend  the  Boston  Regional  order. 

The  cooperative’s  spokesman  held  that 
there  was  no  indication  that  the  reduced 
seasonality  of  pricing  has  had  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  the  production  pattern 
under  Order  2.  He  also  suggested  that 
there  could  be  producer  opposition  to 
the  change  in  Order  2  and,  therefore, 
held  that  the  order  should  not  be 
amended  at  this  time. 

Price  alignment  between  the  several 
northeastern  markets  has  long  been  a 
matter  of  great  concern  both  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  handlers.  Numerous  hearings 
have  been  held  in  the  past  to  correct 
interorder  price  alignment  to  insure  con¬ 
tinuing  orderly  marketing  which  was 
threatened  by  shifts  of  producers  be¬ 
tween  markets  in  response  to  price 
differences.  As  brought  out  in  the  cross- 
examination  of  the  cooperative’s  spokes¬ 
man,  institutional  factors  in  the  Connec¬ 
ticut  market  tend  to  override  price 
differences  for  producers  seeking  a  mar¬ 
ket  in  Connecticut.  This  is  not  the  case, 
however,  between  Orders  1  and  2.  In 
large  measure,  producers  can  and  do 
shift  in  substantial  numbers  whenever 
unusual  price  differences  arise.  It  would 
be  impractical  to  change  the  existing 
interorder  price  relationship  between 
these  two  markets  by  modifying  the  take¬ 
out  rate  under  the  seasonal  Incentive 
pricing  plan  under  the  Boston  Regional 
order  only. 


The  proponent  cooperatives  for  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  two  orders  represent  a  very 
substantial  segment  of  the  producers  in 
both  markets.  For  the  reasons  previously 
stated,  It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
to  amend  both  the  Boston  Regional  and 
New  York-New  Jersey  orders  to  increase 
the  take-out  rates  under  the  seasonal 
incentive  pricing  plan  should  be  adopted. 

2.  Emergency  action.  The  notice  of 
hearing  stated  that  emergency  action 
was  requested  with  respect  to  these 
amendments.  This  would  mean  omission 
of  a  recommended  decision.  At  the  hear¬ 
ing,  producer  representatives  favored  is¬ 
suance  of  a  recommended  decision.  They 
indicated  that  emergency  action  should 
be  taken  only  if  the  orders  could  not  be 
amended  by  March,  the  first  month  of 
the  take-out  period  under  each  order. 

The  cooperative  favoring  amendment 
of  only  the  Boston  Regional  order  fur¬ 
ther  requested  that  a  recommended  de¬ 
cision  be  issued  if  the  seasonal  incentive 
plans  under  both  orders  are  recom¬ 
mended  for  amendment.  This  would  af¬ 
ford  interested  parties  opportunity  to  file 
exceptions  to  the  decision. 

It  is  concluded  that  a  recommended 
decision  should  be  issued.  It  appears  that 
sufficient  time  exists  to  amend  the  orders 
by  March  1,  the  first  month  of  the  take¬ 
out  period.  Moreover,  because  there  is 
some  indication  of  possible  disagreement 
among  producer  groups,  it  is  desirable 
that  opportunity  be  afforded  for  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  exceptions.  Accordingly,  the  re¬ 
quest  for  emergency  action  through 
omission  of  the  recommended  decision 
is  denied. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  each  of  the  afore¬ 
said  orders  and  of  the  previously  issued 
amendments  thereto;  and  all  of  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  except  in¬ 
sofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings 
and  determinations  set  forth  herein. 

The  following  findings  are  hereby 
made  with  respect  to  each  of  the  afore¬ 
said  tentative  marketing  agreements  and 
orders: 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
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to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions  of 
this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions  re¬ 
ceived  was  carefully  and  fully  considered 
in  conjunction  with  the  record  evidence. 
To  the  extent  that  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision  are  at  variance  with  any 
of  the  exceptions,  such  exceptions  are 
hereby  overruled  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here¬ 
of  are  two  documents,  a  Marketing 
Agreement  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk,  and  an  Order  amending  the  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
aforesaid  marketing  areas  which  have 
been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  of  effectuating  the 
foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  of  Producer  Approval 
and  Representative  Period 

October  1971  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance 
of  the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  aforesaid  mar¬ 
keting  areas  is  approved  or  favored  by 
producers,  as  defined  under  the  terms  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  during 
such  representative  period,  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1972. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


Order 1  Amending  the  Order,  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Boston 
Regional  and  New  York-New  Jersey 
Marketing  Areas 

Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  upon  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreements 
and  to  the  orders  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  aforesaid  marketing  areas. 
The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (7  CFR 
Part  900). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  min¬ 
imum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  aforesaid  marketing  areas  shall  be 
in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  amended,  as 
follows; 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  orders  amending 
the  orders  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  January 
20,  1972,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  25,  1972  (37  F.R. 
1112),  shall  be  and  are  the  terms  and 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  $  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met.  v 


provisions  of  these  orders,  amending  the 
orders,  and  are  set  forth  in  full  herein. 


PART  1001 — MILK  IN  BOSTON 
REGIONAL  MARKETING  AREA 


1.  In  8  1001.65,  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows : 

§  100.65  Basic  blended  price. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  Subtract  for  each  of  the  months 
of  March,  April,  May,  and  June  an 
amount  computed  by  multiplying  the 
total  hundredweight  of  pool  milk  in¬ 
cluded  in  these  computations  by  20  cents 
in  March,  30  cents  in  April,  and  40  cents 
in  May  and  June. 

•  *  •  *  * 

PART  1002— MILK  IN  NEW  YORK- 
NEW  JERSEY  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  |  1002.71,  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1002.71  Computation  of  the  uniform 
price. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(c)  Subtract  for  each  of  the  months 
of  March,  April,  May,  and  June  an 
amount  computed  by  multiplying  the 
total  hundredweight  of  pool  milk  for  the 
month  by  20  cents  in  March,  30  cents  in 
April,  and  40  cents  in  May  and  June; 
*  •  •  •  * 

[FR  Doc.72-2151  Filed  2-ll-72;8:47  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Parts  15,  17  1 

WHEAT  FLOUR  AND  RELATED 
PRODUCTS  AND  BAKED  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Improvement  of  Nutrient 
Levels  of  Enriched  Foods;  Extension 
of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

The  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  3,  1971  (36  F.R. 
23074),  proposing  to  improve  the  nu¬ 
trient  levels  of  enriched  foods,  provided 
60  days  for  the  filing  of  comments. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  many  requests  to  extend 
such  time  and,  good  reason  therefor 
appearing,  the  time  for  filing  comments 
is  hereby  extended  to  May  1,  1972. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat. 
1046,  1055  as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919 
and  72  Stat.  948;  21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2124  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[46  CFR  Part  12] 

l  CGFR  72-26J 

GENERAL  REQUIREMENTS  FOR 
CERTIFICATION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
amending  the  merchant  marine  officers 
and  seamen  regulations  to — 

(a)  Require  an  applicant  for  a  mer¬ 
chant  mariner's  document  to  impress  his 
thumbprint  and  sign  the  document  at 
the  time  he  makes  application; 

(b)  Use  the  seaman’s  social  security 
number  as  his  official  Identification  num¬ 
ber  for  record  purposes;  and 

(c)  Describe  current  Coast  Guard 
practices. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Coast  Guard  (CMC) ,  Room  8234,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590.  Each 
person  submitting  comments  should 
identify  the  notice  number,  CGFR  72-25, 
any  specific  wording  recommended,  rea¬ 
sons  for  any  recommended  change,  and 
the  name,  address,  and  organization,  if 
any,  of  the  commentator. 

Comments  received  before  March  17, 
1972,  will  be  fully  considered  and  eval¬ 
uated  before  final  action  is  taken  on  this 
proposal.  Copies  of  all  written  communi¬ 
cations  received  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  in  Room  8234,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590,  both  before  and 
after  March  17,  1972.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  this  document  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  the  comments  received. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  §§  12.02-17(a), 
12.02-23  (a),  (b),  and  (f)  to  eliminate 
terminology  that  is  no  longer  in  use,  such 
as  “certificate  of  identification”  and 
“certificate  of  service  or  efficiency”,  and 
to  eliminate  redundancy. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  8  12.02-12  (c) 
to  require  that  an  applicant  for  a  mer¬ 
chant  mariner’s  document  impress  his 
left  thumbprint  and  sign  the  document 
at  the  time  he  makes  application.  It  is 
further  proposed  that  if  the  left  thumb 
is  missing,  the  applicant  must  impress 
his  right  thumbprint  on  the  document. 
This  new  requirement  will  permit  the 
Coast  Guard  to  mail  the  document  to  the 
seamen  instead  of  requiring  the  seamen 
to  return  to  the  issuing  office  to  complete 
the  processing. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  12.02-17(d) 
to  require  that  a  seaman’s  social  security 
number  will  be  placed  on  his  document 
and  be  his  official  identification  number 
for  record  purposes. 

It  is  proposed  to  revoke  I  12.02-17 (e) 
because  the  requirement  concerns  dupli¬ 
cate  documents  and  is  in  the  wrong  sec¬ 
tion.  In  addition,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
paragraph  (d)  of  I  12.02-23,  which  also 


concerns  duplicate  documents,  to  reflect 
current  Coast  Guard  practices.  This 
amendment  would  provide  that  a  sea¬ 
man  issued  a  document  described  in 
S  12.02-5  must  report  to  an  Officer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  its  loss. 

A  revised  paragraph  (e)  of  §  12.02-23 
is  proposed  that  would  permit  a  seaman 
to  obtain  a  duplicate  document  or  serv¬ 
ice  record  by — 

(a)  Applying  to  the  nearest  Officer  in  . 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  on  form  CG- 
4363  and  paying  the  prescribed  fees  in 
§  12.02-23 (c).  A  recent  amendment  to 

§  12.02-23(c)  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  8,  1971  (36  F.R. 
23296) ; 

(b)  Signing  an  affidavit  that  explains 
the  loss  of  the  document  or  service  rec¬ 
ord;  and 

(c)  Submitting  at  least  two  photo¬ 
graphs  for  each  duplicate  document  that 
the  seaman  needs. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  Subpart  12.02  of 
Title  46,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  12.02-17  (a)  by 
striking  the  words  “any  person  for  a 
certificate  of  service  or  efficiency,  or” 
and  inserting  the  words  “a  person  for  a” 
in  place  thereof. 

2.  By  revising  §  12.02-17  (c)  and  (d) 
and  revoking  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  12.02—17  Rules  for  the  preparation 
and  issuance  of  documents. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  When  a  seaman  applies  for  a  mer¬ 
chant  mariner’s  document,  he  must — 

(1)  Sign  the  document;  and 

(2)  Impress  his  left  thumbprint  on 
the  document;  or 

(3)  Impress  his  right  thumbprint  on 
the  document  if  his  left  thumb  is 
missing. 

(d)  A  seaman’s  social  security  number 
is  placed  on  his  document  and  is  his  offi¬ 
cial  identification  number  for  record 
purposes. 

(e)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  12.02-23  [Amended] 

3.  By  amending  S  12.02-23  (a)  by  strik¬ 
ing  in  the  first  sentence  the  following 
words — 

(a)  “certificate  of  identification,  or”; 
and 

(b)  “representing  a  certificate  of 
identification”. 

4.  By  amending  §  12.02-23  (b)  by — 

(a)  Striking  the  words  “representing 
a  certificate  of  identification”; 

(b)  Striking  the  words  “or  a  dupli¬ 
cate”  and  inserting  the  words  “,  should 
he  want  one”  in  place  thereof ;  and 

(c)  Striking  “1.25-65”,  and  inserting 
“1.25-40”  in  place  thereof. 

5.  By  amending  §  12.02-23  by  revising 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  to  read  as 
follows: 

6.  By  amending  S  12.02-23(f)  by  strik¬ 
ing  the  following  words. 

(a)  “of  a  certificate  of  service,  certifi¬ 
cate  of  efficiency,  certificate  of  identifi¬ 
cation,  continuous  discharge  book,  or”; 
and 


(b)  “with  respect  to  proof  that  he  is 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence”. 

§  12.02—23  Issuance  of  duplicate  docu¬ 
ments. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(d)  Each  person  issued  a  document 
described  in  8  12.02-5,  shall  report  to  an 
Officer  in  Charge,  Marine  Inspection, 
its  loss. 

(e)  If  a  seaman’s  document  or  serv¬ 
ice  record  is  missing,  he  may  obtain  a 
duplicate  by  following  the  procedures  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  and  by — 

(1)  Signing  an  affidavit  before  the 
Officer  in  Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  or 
his  designated  representative,  that  ex¬ 
plains  the  loss  of  his  document  or  service 
record;  and 

(2)  Submitting  at  least  two  photo¬ 
graphs  for  each  duplicate  document. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(R.S.  4405,  as  amended,  R.S.  4462,  as 

amended,  sec.  6(b)  (1),  80  Stat.  937;  46  U.S.C. 

6,  416,  49  U.S.C.  1655(b)(1),  and  49  CFR 

46(b)) 

Dated:  February  7, 1972. 

W.  F.  Rea  in, 

Rear  Admiral.  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.72-2156  Filed  2-11-72:8:47  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  76  1 

[Docket  No.  19417;  FCC  72-109] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 

Proposed  Carriage  of  Sports 
Programs 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  relative  to  cable  television  systems 
and  the  carriage  of  sports  programs  on 
cable  television  systems,  Docket  No. 
19417;  petition  for  rule  making  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  76  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  relative  to  cable 
television  systems  filed  by  Channel  6, 
Inc.,  licensee  of  Television  Broadcast 
Station  KCEN-TV,  Temple- Waco,  Tex., 
RM  No.  1836. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled 
matter. 

Nature  and  Scope  of  This  Proceeding 

2.  The  Commission  is  today  embark¬ 
ing  on  a  new  regulatory  program  for 
cable  television.  See  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  (PCC  72-108) ,  and  letter 
Of  August  5,  1971,  31  FCC  2d  115  (1971). 
In  the  letter  we  discussed  several  aspects 
of  sports  programing  including  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  Public  Law  87-331,  title  15, 
U.S.C.  §5  1291-93  to  cable  television.  This 
is  a  complex  area  involving  the  effect  of 
telecasting  on  gate  receipts  of  sports 
teams  and  their  ability  to  survive  or 
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thrive.  Consequently,  we  welcome  con¬ 
gressional  guidance.  But  in  the  interim 
or  if  Congress  chooses  not  to  legislate  in 
this  area,  we  believe  that  we  should  in¬ 
stitute  this  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  representations  made  in  our 
letter  so  that  established  congressional 
policy  will  be  implemented  “before  the 
significant  emergence  of  new  systems 
under  (our)  new  rules.” 

Public  Law  87-331 

3.  Comments  received  in  our  rule  mak¬ 
ing  proceedings  in  Dockets  18397,  15 
P.C.C.  2d  417  (1968)  and  18397-A,  24 
P.C.C.  2d  580  (1970),  indicated  that 
sports  interests  would  generally  have  us 
ban  the  carriage  on  cable  of  professional 
sports  events  not  broadcast  by  local  mar¬ 
ket  stations.  The  other  extreme,  of 
course,  is  to  allow  the  carriage  of  what¬ 
ever  sports  events  appear  on  the  stations 
that  cable  systems  are  permitted  to  carry 
under  our  rules.  The  middle  ground  is 
Public  Law  87-331  and  we  believe  that 
where  Congress  has  already  acted  we  can 
and  should  initiate  rules  for  cable 
television. 

4.  The  legislative  process  culminating 
in  Public  Law  87-331  was  precipitated 
by  the  emergence  of  the  American  Foot¬ 
ball  League  and  two  cases  of  the  same 
name:  United  States  v.  National  Foot¬ 
ball  League  116  F.  Supp  319  (ED.  Pa. 
1953)  and  196  F.  Supp  445  (E.D.  Pa. 
1971)  (construing  final  judgment  of 
cited  1953  case) .  A  synopsis  of  these 
cases  aids  in  understanding  some  of  the 
basic  issues  involved  in  the  subject 
proceeding. 

5.  Prior  to  1953,  the  bylaws  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Football  League  prohibited  mem¬ 
ber  teams  from  telecasting  their  games 
into  an  area  of  75  miles  radius  of  an¬ 
other  team’s  city — without  the  consent 
of  such  other  team' — on  the  day  that 
such  other  team  was  playing  at  home  or 
was  playing  away  from  home  and  caus¬ 
ing  its  game  to  be  televised  by  a  station 
within  75  miles  of  its  home  city.’  For 
example,  if  the  Cleveland  Browns  were 
playing  at  home  or  if  they  were  playing 
away  from  home  and  selling  the  right  to 
the  game  to  a  station  within  75  miles 
of  Cleveland,  no  other  team  could  sell 
television  rights  to  their  game  within 
75  miles  of  Cleveland. 

6.  In  his  1953  decision  Judge  Grim  held 
that  the  provision  of  the  National  Foot¬ 
ball  League’s  bylaws  that  prohibited  the 
telecasting  of  other  games  into  the  home 
territory  of  a  team  that  was  playing  at 
home  was  a  reasonable  method  of  pro¬ 
tecting  attendance  at  games  and  not 
violative  of  the  antitrust  laws.  However, 
when  the  home  team  was  playing  away 
there  was  no  gate  to  protect,  conse¬ 
quently  the  restriction  on  telecasting 
other  games  into  the  home  territory  of  a 
club,  not  playing  at  home,  was  an  unrea- 


1The  Court  found  that  it  Is  the  general 
policy  of  the  clubs  to  withhold  such  con¬ 
sent.  United  States  v.  National  Football 
League,  116  F.  Supp  319  at  321. 

■Certain  exceptions  to  the  76  mile  rule 
existed;  eg..  when  league  cities  were  within 
100  miles  of  each  other.  Id. 


sonable  restraint  on  trade.9  In  1961,  the 
National  Football  League  sought  a  con¬ 
struction  of  the  final  judgment  entered  in 
the  1953  case  to  determine  the  validity  of 
a  contract  entered  into  by  the  League  and 
the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System.  The 
contract  gave  CBS  the  exclusive  right  to 
telecast  regular  season  games  of  the 
League  with  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  to 
CBS  to  be  distributed  equally  among 
the  League  teams.  The  contract  repre¬ 
sented  a  departure  from  the  previous 
practice  of  League  members  of  individu¬ 
ally  negotiating  and  selling  television 
rights.  The  court  found  that  this  pool¬ 
ing  arrangement  eliminated  competition 
among  the  League  teams  in  a  manner  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  1953  decision  and 
barred  the  enforcement  of  the  contract. 
The  1961  decision,  however,  did  not  run 
against  the  American  Football  League 
which  had  sold  a  similar  package  to  ABC 
in  1960  and  1961.  Legislation  was  sought 
to  remedy  this  alleged  inequity  and  the 
result  was  Public  Law  87-331. 

7.  Proposed  rule.  Public  Law  87-331 
is  divided  into  three  sections.  The  first, 
in  relevant  part,  provides  an  exemption 
from  the  antitrust  laws  for  professional 
football,  basketball,  baseball,  and  hock¬ 
ey  so  that  “packaged”  or  “pooled”  tele¬ 
vision  rights  may  be  sold  by  the  league 
for  games  of  the  member  clubs.*  The 
second  section  provides  for  television 
blackout  of  games  in  the  home  territory 
of  a  team  when  it  is  playing  at  home.  The 
third  section  effectively  insures  that  the 
professional  football  teams  will  not  play, 
or  cause  their  games  to  be  telecast  into 
areas  where  collegiate  football  is  being 
played,  on  Friday  nights  or  Saturdays. 
While  we  propose  no  rule,  we  specifically 
request  comment  on  whether  regulation 
is  needed  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
sections  1  and  3. 

Section  2  of  Public  Law  87-331  (sec¬ 
tion  1292  of  title  15  U.S.C.)  states: 

Section  1291  of  this  title  (exempting  Joint 
agreements  to  sell  television  rights  to  sports 
events)  shall  not  apply  to  any  Joint  agree¬ 
ment  described  In  the  first  sentence  In  such 
section  which  prohibits  any  person  to  whom 
such  rights  are  sold  or  transferred  from  tele¬ 
vising  any  games  within  any  area,  except 
within  the  home  territory  of  a  member  club 
of  the  league  on  a  day  when  such  club  is 
playing  a  game  at  home. 

8.  The  legislative  history  of  Public  Law 
87-331  indicates  that  section  2  of  the  Act 
was  included  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining,  when  joint  agreements  for  pooled 
television  rights  were  sold,  so  much  of  the 
restriction  on  the  televising  of  sports 
events  as  the  Court  believed  was  not  anti¬ 
competitive  in  United  States  v.  National 
FDotball  League,  116  F.  Supp.  319  supra — 


*  The  Court  also  found  Illegal  all  territorial 
restrictions  on  the  sale  of  radio  broadcasting 
rifghts  and  the  exercise  by  the  Commissioner 
of  the  National  Football  League  of  powers 
granted  to  him  under  the  League's  bylaws  to 
disapprove  television  contracts  because  such 
power  could  effectuate  Illegal  trade  prac¬ 
tices.  Id.  at  330. 

*  The  first  section  of  Public  Law  87-331  was 
amended  In  1966  to  provide  Immunity  from 
the  antitrust  laws  so  that  the  American  and 
National  Football  Leagues  could  merge. 
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blackouts  when  the  home  team  was  play¬ 
ing  at  home.  See  107  Cong.  Rec.  18852 
Congressman  Rogers  and  of  Congress¬ 
man  Cellar) ;  and  H.R.  Rep.  No.  1178, 
87th  Cong.,  first  sess.  5  (1961). 

9.  We  believe  that  the  following  pro¬ 
posed  rule  will  accomplish  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  intention  vis-k-vis  cable  televi¬ 
sion  carriage  of  sports  events: 

When  a  professional  baseball,  basket¬ 
ball,  football,  or  hockey  team  is  playing 
at  home,  no  cable  television  system  lo¬ 
cated  within  the  predicted  Grade  B  con¬ 
tour5  of  a  station  located  within  the 
home  city  of  the  team  shall,  without  the 
consent  of  the  home  team  and  its  league, 
carry  the  television  broadcast  of  a  pro¬ 
fessional  game  of  the  same  sport  if  such 
event  is  not  available  on  a  television 
station  that: 

(a)  Is  located  within  35  miles  of  the 
reference  point  of  the  community  of  the 
system  or 

(b)  Has  an  audience  in  the  county  or 
community  of  the  system  meeting  the  sig¬ 
nificant  viewing  test  set  forth  in  section 
76.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations. 

While  Public  Law  87-331  provides  for 
blackouts  when  there  are  pooled  or  pack¬ 
age  arrangements,  it  does  not  specifically 
provide  for  restricting  telecasts — either 
by  broadcast  or  by  cable — of  sports 
events  in  “home  territories”  of  teams 
when  the  team  is  playing  at  home  and 
pooling  is  not  involved.  Because  congres¬ 
sional  policy  does  appear  to  focus  on  the 
protection  of  gate  receipts  for  home 
games,  our  proposed  rule  does  not  dis¬ 
tinguish  between  sports  teams  that  pool 
their  rights  and  those  that  do  not.  This 
is,  of  course,  an  appropriate  area  for  com¬ 
ments — specifically,  whether  cable  sys¬ 
tems  should  be  permitted  to  carry  sports 
events  in  “home  territories”  when  a  team 
is  playing  at  home  and  when  there  is  no 
pooling  agreement. 

10.  From  the  guidance  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  history,  we  believe  that  the  most 
effective  manner  of  preserving  black¬ 
outs,  vis-a-vis  cable  television  systems, 
is  to  fashion  such  protection  along  the 
line  of  the  actual  usage  of  the  sports 
blackout  by  the  team  employing  it*  If 
a  sports  event  is  to  be  blacked  out  in  a 
certain  area,  the  event  will  not  be  sold 
to  any  station  located  in  the  area  which 
is  desired  to  be  blacked  out.  We  believe, 
then,  that  the  Grade  B  contour  of  sta¬ 
tions  located  in  the  home  city  of  the  team 
in  question  represents  the  area  in  which 
cable  systems  must  comply  with  the 
blackout.  By  stations  located  in  the  home 
city  we  mean  those  licensed  to  the  city 
itself  or  nearby  communities  that  serve 
the  home  city.  The  home  city  of  a  team 


•  We  also  Invite  comments  on  whether  we 
should  parallel  our  signal  carriage  rules  by 
establishing  a  fixed  mileage  zone  of  35  miles. 

■H.R.  Rep.  1178,  87th  Cong.,  1st  sess.  5 
(1961)  states: 

The  term  "home  territory”  Is  not  suscep¬ 
tible  of  a  single  definition  that  wiU  be  suit¬ 
able  for  all  professional  football,  baseball, 
basketball,  and  hockey  leagues.  By  “home 
territory”  the  committee  means  such  home 
territory  as  is  recognized  by  a  particular 
league’s  bylaws  or  custom  and  usage. 
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that  plays  in  more  than  one  city,  e.g.,  the 
Virgina  Squires  or  North  Carolina  Cou¬ 
gars,  would  be  the  home  city  in  which 
the  team  is  playing  on  a  particular  day. 
Because  different  leagues  recognized 
varying  distances  for  “home  territories,” 
we  seek  comments  on  whether  cable  sys¬ 
tems  not  located  within  the  Grade  B  con¬ 
tours  of  stations  in  a  team’s  home  city 
but  within  their  “home  territory’’  (where 
a  broadcast  station  might  be  subject  to 
a  blackout)  should  fall  within  our  pro¬ 
posed  rule  and  whether  a  fixed  mileage 
zone  would  be  preferable  to  the  proposal 
for  Grade  B  contours.  We  also  request 
comments  on  whether  there  should  be 
different  criteria  for  carriage  of  the  home 
games  as  against  the  games  of  some 
other  team.  With  respect  to  television 
broadcast  stations  not  located  in  the 
home  city  (or  within  the  “home  terri¬ 
tory”)  of  a  professional  team,  we  do  not 
believe  that  distant  sports  programing 
should  be  blacked  out  on  cable  systems 
located  within  the  Grade  B  contours  be¬ 
cause  such  blackout  would  not  conform 
to  the  purpose  of  the  blackout  rule — 
protecting  attendance  at  games.  Finally, 
we  contemplate  that  cable  television  sys¬ 
tems  would,  in  any  case,  be  permitted  to 
carry  sports  events  on  local  stations  or 
on  those  significantly  viewed.  Since  these 
games  are  viewable  off  the  air  in  the 
community  of  the  system,  this  reflects 
the  practice  of  the  team  or  leagues 
involved. 

11.  Channel  6,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Station  KCEN-TV, 
Temple-Waco,  Tex.,  has  filed  a  petition 
for  rule  making.  R.M.  No.  18?6,7  propos¬ 
ing  the  following  rule : 

Whenever  carriage  of  a  sporting  event  is 
“blacked-out”  to  a  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  either  by  the  promoters  of  the  event 
or  by  the  network  with  which  the  station 
is  affiliated,  such  sporting  event  shall  not 
be  carried  by  any  CATV  system  operating 
in  the  whole  or  in  part  within  the  predicted 
Grade  B  contour  of  said  “blacked-out” 
station. 

We  are  incorporating  Channel  6’s  peti¬ 
tion  into  this  proceeding.  Parties  are,  of 
course,  free  to  comment  on  the  proposed 
rule  set  forth  immediately  above  and 
may  introduce  other  solutions  thought 
to  be  appropriate. 

Other  Issues 

12.  Aside  from  Public  Law  87-331,  a 
number  of  other  questions  have  been 
raised  (e.g.,  the  effect  of  cable  operations 
on  minor  league  baseball;  see  comments 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Baseball  in 
Docket  18397-A) .  Most  importantly,  the 
argument  is  made,  particularly  by  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  baseball,  hockey,  and 
basketball  leagues,  that  unrestricted  im¬ 
portation  on  distant  signals  of  games  of 
the  same  sport  will  undermine  the  ability 
of  sports  teams  to  obtain  substantial 


■>  Channel  7,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Television 
Broadcast  Station  KLTV.  Tyler,  Tex.,  filed 
a  petition  for  rule  making  requesting  the 
adoption  of  a  rule  Identical  to  the  one  re¬ 
quested  by  Channel  6.  The  disposition  of  the 
Channel  6  matter,  through  incorporation 
Into  this  proceeding,  should  also  satisfy  the 
request  of  Channel  7. 


revenues  from  the  sale  of  packages  of 
games  (both  home  and  away).  We  seek 
comments  on  these  matters  and  as  to 
the  appropriateness  of  adopting  rules 
for  other  sports  events,  e.g.,  golf,  auto¬ 
mobile  races,  college  sports,  etc.,  and  on 
both  the  legal  and  policy  aspects  of  any 
suggested  action. 

13.  Because  any  action  should  be 
taken  before  significant  numbers  of  new 
cable  operations  have  commenced,  we 
intend  to  complete  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  expeditiously.  Parties  are  there¬ 
fore  put  on  notice  that  requests  for 
extension  of  time  to  file  must  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  very  strong  showing  of  un¬ 
usual  circumstances — and  not  a  recita¬ 
tion  that  the  matter  is  an  important, 
complex  one  or  that  it  takes  time  for 
the  group  or  association  to  canvass  its 
members.  Such  matters  have  already 
been  taken  into  account — along  with  a 
need  to  bring  this  proceeding  to  a  speedy 
close — in  fixing  the  filing  date. 

14.  Authority  for  the  proposed  rule 
making  instituted  herein  is  contained  in 
sections  2,  3,  4  (i),  (j),  and  (k),  301,  303, 
307,  308  of  the  Communications  Act. 

15.  All  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  file  written  comments  on  the  rule 
making  proposals  on  or  before  March 
16,  1972,  and  reply  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  6,  1972.  In  reaching  this  de¬ 
cision  on  this  matter,  the  Commission 
may  take  into  account  any  other  relevant 
information  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
comments  invited  by  this  notice. 

16.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  comments,  replies,  pleadings,  briefs, 
or  other  documents  filed  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Responses  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  February  2, 1972. 

Released:  February  3, 1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,8 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-1827  Filed  2-ll-72;8:45  am] 

[  47  CFR  Part  76  ] 

[Docket  No.  19418;  FCC  72-110] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 
Proposed  Importation  of  Radio  Signals 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  to  govern  importation  of  radio  sig¬ 
nals  by  cable  television  systems,  Docket 
No.  19418,  RM-1782. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
“Petition  for  Institution  of  Rule  Making 
Barring  or  Restricting  Importation  of 
Non-local  Radio  Station  Signals  by 
CATV  Systems”  (RM-1782),  filed  April 
9,  1971,  by  the  Rocky  Mountain  Broad- 


•  Commissioner  H.  Rex  Lee  absent. 


casters’  Association.  Statements  in  sup¬ 
port  of  this  petition  were  filed  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Broadcasters  and 
by  the  National  Association  of  Educa¬ 
tional  Broadcasters.  An  opposition  was 
filed  by  the  National  Cable  Television 
Association. 

2.  This  petition  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopt  rules  regulating  the  car¬ 
riage  of  radio  signals  by  cable  television 
systems.  No  specific  rule  was  proposed.  As 
previously  indicated  in  our  August  5, 1971 
Letter  of  Intent  to  Congress  (31  FCC  2d 
115, 140  (1971) )  we  believe  this  is  an  area 
where  further  inquiry  and  action  by  the 
Commission  is  needed.  It  appears  that 
some  of  the,  same  concerns  we  have  ex¬ 
pressed  in  our  regulation  of  television 
signal  carriage  may  also  be  applicable  to 
radio  carriage.  Thus,  petitioners  urge 
that  carriage  of  nonlocal  radio  stations, 
particularly  when  local  stations  are  not 
also  carried,  fragments  the  market  of 
local  stations,  potentially  impairing  their 
ability  to  serve  the  public.  The  need  for 
action  in  this  area  is  also  suggested  by 
the  “Consensus  Agreement”  that  we  in¬ 
cluded  as  appendix  D  to  our  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Report  and  Order  (FCC  72-108) 
adopted  this  day.  That  agreement  sug¬ 
gests  a  rule  so  that: 

When  a  CATV  system  carries  a  signal  from 
an  AM  or  FM  radio  station  licensed  to  a 
community  beyond  a  35-mile  radius  of  the 
system,  it  must,  on  request  carry  the  signals 
of  all  local  AM  or  FM  stations  respectively. 

3.  These  considerations  have  persuaded 
us  to  inaugurate  a  rule  making  in  this 
matter.  Additionally,  we  are  this  day  tak¬ 
ing  actions  that  we  anticipate  will  result 
in  significant  new  cable  television  system 
construction  that  may  involve  radio  sig¬ 
nal  carriage  and  we,  therefore,  believe  it 
appropriate  to  adopt  some  interim  meas¬ 
ures  to  govern  the  carriage  of  radio  sig¬ 
nals  until  this  proceeding  is  completed. 
We  believe  the  best  way  to  proceed  is 
through  the  certificating  process  (see 
Cable  Television  Report  and  Order,  FCC 
72-108,  paragraph  110).  Cable  systems 
must  disclose  which  radio  signals  will  be 
carried  in  connection  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  certificate.  (See  Form  325  that 
accompanies  the  application.)  In  view  of 
the  substantial  public  interest  questions 
involved  and  the  difficulties  inherent  in 
attempting  to  remove  or  readjust  the 
carriage  of  signals  to  which  the  public 
has  become  accustomed,  we  shall  not, 
during  the  pendency  of  this  proceeding, 
process  applications  for  certificates 
which  propose  to  bring  distant 1  radio 
signals:  (1)  Into  cable  communities  hav¬ 
ing  licensed  radio  stations  with  popula¬ 
tions  of  less  than  50,000  or  (2)  into  any 
community  unless  all  radio  stations  of 
the  same  type  (AM  or  FM)  licensed  to 
the  cable  community  are  also  carried. 

4.  During  this  proceeding,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  seeking  comment  on  the 
following  issues:  The  definition  of  the 
term  “local  signal”  as  applied  to  radio 


1  For  purposes  of  the  Interim  procedures,  we 
shall  define  a  distant  radio  signal  as  one  li¬ 
censed  to  a  community  more  than  75  miles 
from  the  cable  community. 
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stations;  the  possibility  of  “grandfather¬ 
ing"  radio  signals  presently  imported  by 
cable  systems;  and  the  question  of 
whether  a  leapfrog  policy  is  appropriate 
here  as  in  the  case  of  television  signals. 
In  addition,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  the  possibility  of  devising  importation 
policies  premised  either  on  the  size  of 
the  market  involved,  or  on  the  type  of 
signals  imported  (educational,  AM  or 
FM),  as  presently  is  done  with  the  car¬ 
riage  of  television  signals.  The  rule  sug¬ 
gested  in  the  consensus  agreement  should 
provide  an  appropriate  focus  for  those 
commenting,  with  one  addition — that 
whenever  a  local  signal  is  carried,  all 
such  signals  of  the  same  type  must  be 
carried. 

5.  The  Commission  invites  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties  to  file  written  comments  on 
this  rule  making  proceeding  on  or  before 
March  16,  1972,  and  reply  comments  on 
or  before  April  6,  1972.  In  reaching  its 
decision  on  this  matter,  the  Commission 
may  take  into  account  any  other  relevant 
information  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
comments  invited  by  this  notice. 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

6.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  comments,  replies,  pleadings,  briefs, 
or  other  documents  filed  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Commission. 
Responses  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  during  regular  business  hours 
in  the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  Headquarters  in  Washington, 
DC. 

7.  Authority  for  the  proposed  rule 
making  is  contained  in  sections  2,  3,  4 
(i)  and  (j),  301,  303,  307,  308,  and  309. 

Adopted:  February  2,  1972. 

Released:  February  3,  1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,3 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-1828  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  am] 


‘Commissioner  H.  Rex  Lee  absent.  Com¬ 
missioner  Johnson  dissenting  and  Issuing  a 
statement,  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(18  CFR  Part  260  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-308) 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANIES 
Total  Gas  Supply;  Notice  of  Confer¬ 
ence  Regarding  Annual  Report  FPC 
Form  No.  15 

February  7,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  14,  1972,  a 
conference  wall  be  held  pursuant  to  the 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  issued 
September  29,  1971  (36  F.R.  19515),  in 
Docket  No.  R-308  in  response  to  the  re¬ 
quests  of  certain  parties.  The  conference 
will  be  held  at  10  a. m.  in  a  hearing  room 
(to  be  posted)  at  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.72-2103  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  am] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  350] 

CONTINENTAL  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Pipeline 
Permit 

The  Department  of  State  has  received 
an  application  dated  January  24,  1972, 
from  Continental  Pipe  Line  Co.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation  having  its  main  office 
at  Ponca  City,  Okla.,  for  a  permit  to  con¬ 
struct,  operate,  and  maintain  a  pipeline 
for  petroleum,  petroleum  products,  and 
other  liquid  hydrocarbons  at  the  border 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  of  Executive  Order  11423 
of  August  16,  1968,  that  copies  of  this 
application  are  available  to  the  public 
and  that  written  comments  thereon  will 
be  received  by  the  Department  of  State 
for  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  January  31,  1972. 

For  the  Secretary  of  State. 

[seal]  Charles  N.  Brower, 

Deputy  Legal  Adviser. 

[FR  Doc.72-2146  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Bureau  of  Narcotics  and  Dangerous 
Drugs 

AMPHETAMINES  AND 
METH  AMPHETAMINE 

Aggregate  Production  Quotas 

On  April  24,  1971,  §  303.42  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  implementing  the  Comprehen¬ 
sive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention  and  Control 
Act  of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  801  et  seq.)  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (36 
F.R.  7789).  This  section  required  that 
all  persons  requesting  a  1972  procure¬ 
ment  quota,  according  to  §  303.12  of  the 
regulations,  or  a  1972  individual  manu¬ 
facturing  quota,  according  to  §  303.22 
of  the  regulations,  for  basic  classes  of 
controlled  substances  listed  in  §§  308.11 
(schedule  I)  and  308.12  (schedule  II)  of 
the  regulations,  file  an  appropriate  ap¬ 
plication  with  the  Bureau. 

On  July  7,  1971,  a  final  order  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (36 
F.R.  12734)  transferring  all  ampheta¬ 
mines  and  methamphetamine  into 
schedule  n  of  the  Act.  Thus,  all  per¬ 
sons  manufacturing  or  procuring,  for 
compounding  and  formulating,  amphet¬ 
amines  and  methamphetamine  prior  to 
the  rescheduling,  who  desired  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  so  in  1972,  were  required  to 


submit  their  quota  requests  to  the 
Bureau. 

On  December  4,  1971,  the  proposed  ag¬ 
gregate  production  quotas  for  ampheta¬ 
mines  and  methamphetamine  expressed 
in  kilograms  as  the  anhydrous  alkaloid, 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(36  F.R.  23165)  as  follows: 


Pro- 

Re- 

Pro- 

Basic  class 

duced- 

quested- 

posed- 

1971 

1972 

1972 

Amphetamine _ 

9,356 

19,956 

5,870 

Methamphetamine . 

4,926 

8,941 

2,782 

In  determining  the  final  amphetamine 
and  methamphetamine  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quotas  for  1972,  which  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  provide  for  the 

(1)  Estimated  medical,  scientific,  re¬ 
search,  and  industrial  needs  of  the 
United  States; 

(2)  Lawful  export  requirements;  and 

(3)  Establishment  and  maintenance 
of  reserve  stocks,  the  Bureau  considered 
the  following  as  required  by  section  306 
of  the  CSA  (21  U.S.C.  826)  and  §  303.11 
of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations; 

(1)  Total  net  disposal  by  manufac¬ 
turers  during  the  current  and  preceding 
2  years  and  trends  in  the  national  rate 
of  net  disposal,  which  indicate  a  sub¬ 
stantial  decrease  over  the  past  3 -year 
period  and  a  significant  downward 
trend; 

(2)  Total  actual  (or  estimated)  in¬ 
ventory  of  amphetamines  and  meth¬ 
amphetamine  and  of  all  substances 
manufactured  from  them  and  trends  in 
inventory  accumulation,  which  also  in¬ 
dicate  a  substantial  decrease  in  inven¬ 
tory  accumulation  over  the  past  3 -year 
period  and  a  significant  downward 
trend; 

(3)  Projected  demand  as  indicated  by 
procurement  quotas  requested  pursuant 
to  §  303.12  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations ;  and 

(4)  Other  relevant  factors  affecting 
the  medical,  scientific,  research,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  needs  in  the  United  States  and 
lawful  export  requirements,  including: 

(a)  Changes  in  currently  accepted 
medical  use  in  treatment  with  amphet¬ 
amines  and  methamphetamine  or  sub¬ 
stances  which  are  manufactured  from 
them  as  follows: 

(i)  Voluntary  restrictions  upon  pre¬ 
scribing,  administering,  and  dispensing  of 
amphetamines  and  methamphetamine, 
except  for  highly  limited  and  selective 
indications  such  as  narcolepsy  and  hy¬ 
perkinesis,  adopted  by  an  ever  increasing 
number  of  medical  and  pharmacy  asso¬ 
ciations  and  societies  throughout  the 
United  States; 

(ii)  The  American  Medical  Associa¬ 
tion’s  support  for  stronger  controls  over 
amphetamine  and  methamphetamine  as 


indicated  by  its  House  of  Delegates’ 
adoption  of  a  resolution  supporting  the 
Bureau’s  transfer  of  these  substances  to 
schedule  II  resulting  in  increased  restric¬ 
tions,  including  production  quotas,  and 
urging  all  physicians  to  limit  their  use 
of  these  substances  to  specific  well- 
recognized  medical  indications;  and 

(iii)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion’s  order  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  8,  1970,  by  which  it 
severely  curtailed  the  prescribing,  ad¬ 
ministering  or  dispensing  of  ampheta¬ 
mine  and  methamphetamine  for  exoge¬ 
nous  obesity; 

(b)  Economic  and  physical  availability 
of  raw  materials  for  use  in  manufactur¬ 
ing  and  for  inventory  purposes; 

(c)  Yield  and  stability  problems; 

(d)  Potential  disruptions  to  produc¬ 
tion;  and 

(e)  Unforeseen  emergencies. 

Another  factor  considered  by  the 

Bureau  was  the  estimate  by  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  of  legitimate  needs 
in  the  United  States  for  1972.  Prior  to  the 
publication  of  the  Bureau’s  proposed  ag¬ 
gregate  production  quotas,  HEW  recom¬ 
mended  that  1972  legitimate  needs  in  the 
United  States  could  be  met  by  a  40  per¬ 
cent  reduction  in  the  1971  consumption 
level  of  amphetamines  and  methamphet¬ 
amine  in  the  United  States.  However, 
HEW  indicated  that  this  recommenda¬ 
tion  would  be  subject  to  upward  or  down¬ 
ward  revision  if  clear-cut  evidence  of 
greater  or  lesser  medical  need  should  be 
presented.  Thus,  prior  to  publication  of 
this  order,  HEW  recommended  that  1972 
legitimate  needs  in  the  United  States 
could  be  met  by  an  additional  30  percent 
reduction  in  the  1972  consumption  level 
of  amphetamines  and  methamphetamine 
in  the  United  States. 

The  final  factor  considered  by  the 
Bureau  was  the  effect  of  the  Bureau’s 
recently  completed  "Operation  Black¬ 
jack’’,  which  resulted  in  the  issuance  of 
an  order  to  show  cause  on  January  18, 
1972  to  Strasenburgh  Prescription  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Division  of  Pennwalt  Corp.,  as  to 
why  the  Bureau  should  not  deny  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  certificate  of  registration 
to  export  amphetamines  and  as  to  why 
the  proposed  1972  aggregate  production 
quota  for  amphetamines  should  not  be 
reduced  by  the  amount  allocated  for  ex¬ 
port  purposes.  By  letter  dated  January 
25, 1972,  Pennwalt  Corp.  amended  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  certificate  of  registration  to 
export  by  deleting  from  the  application 
the  exportation  of  amphetamines  and  re¬ 
quested  that  the  proposed  1972  aggregate 
production  quota  be  reduced  correspond¬ 
ingly.  The  proposed  quota  for  ampheta¬ 
mine  was,  thus,  subject  to  further  down¬ 
ward  revision. 

Based  upon  consideration  of  the  above 
factors,  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Narcotics 
and  Dangerous  Drugs,  under  the  author¬ 
ity  vested  in  the  Attorney  General  by 
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section  306  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of 
1970  (21  U.S.C.  826)  and  redelegated  to 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Narcotics  and 
Dangerous  Drugs  by  8  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  orders 
that  the  aggregate  production  quotas  for 
1972  for  amphetamines  and  metham- 
phetamine,  expressed  in  kilograms  as  the 
anhydrous  alkaloid,  be  established  as 
follows: 


l’ro- 

Re- 

(•ranted- 

Basic  class 

duced- 

11171 

quosted- 

1072 

1972 

Amphetamine 

ft.  356 

1*1,  !I56 

1,564 

Methamphetamine . 

4,  »26 

h, '141 

909 

At  the  present  time,  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  is  conducting  a  review  of 
the  question  of  the  use  of  amphetamines 
and  methamphetamine  in  short-term 
treatment  of  obesity.  A  final  determina¬ 
tion  on  the  efficacy  question  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  by  FDA  on  July  1,  1972.  Since 
this  announcement  could  result  in  sig¬ 
nificant  alterations  in  the  medical  need 
for  these  substances,  with  a  correspond¬ 
ing  revision  of  the  above  quotas,  the 
Bureau  reserves  its  authority  under  this 
order  to  revise  the  above  quotas  after  the 
July  1,  1972  report. 

The  Huntington  Narcotics  Guidance 
Council  objected  to  the  1972  quotas  orig¬ 
inally  proposed  by  the  Bureau  and  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  issue  of 
consideration  and  inclusion  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  short  term  obesity  in  determining 
the  legitimate  medical  needs  in  the 
United  States.  In  view  of  the  additional 
reduction  by  the  Bureau  and  the  further 
quota  revision,  which  will  occur  after  the 
July  1,  1972,  obesity  report  by  FDA,  the 
Huntington  Narcotics  Guidance  Council 
has  consented  to  deferment  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  as  requested  until  its  review  of  the 
revised  1972  quota  following  the  FDA 
obesity  report. 

All  persons  who  submitted  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  either  an  individual  manufactur¬ 
ing  quota  or  procurement  quota  for  1972 
will  be  notified  by  mail  as  to  their  re¬ 
spective  1972  quota  established  by  the 
Bureau. 

This  order  is  effective  upon  the  date  of 
its  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  10,  1972. 

John  E.  Ingersoll, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Narcotics  and  Dangerous  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.72-2235  File  2-11-72:8:53  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Montana  20575] 

MONTANA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

February  3, 1972. 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  filed  application 


M  20575  for  the  withdrawal  of  national 
forest  lands  described  below  from  min¬ 
eral  location  and  entry  under  the  mining 
laws  but  not  from  leasing  under  the  min¬ 
eral  leasing  laws,  subject  to  existing  valid 
claims. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  for  the 
protection  of  five  existing  public  camp¬ 
grounds  and  two  Forest  Service  Admin¬ 
istrative  sites  in  the  Lewis  and  Clark  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Mont. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  316 
North  26th  Street,  Billings,  MT  59101. 

The  Department’s  regulation  (43  CFR 
2351.4(c))  provides  that  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  will  undertake  such  investigations 
as  are  necessary  to  determine  the  exist¬ 
ing  and  potential  demand  for  the  lands 
and  their  resources.  He  will  also  under¬ 
take  negotiations  with  the  applicant 
agency  with  the  view  of  adjusting  the 
application  to  reduce  the  area  to  the 
minimum  essential  to  meet  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  maximum 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  lands  for 
the  purpose  other  than  the  applicant’s, 
to  eliminate  lands  needed  for  purposes 
more  essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent 
management  of  the  lands  and  their  re¬ 
sources. 

The  authorized  officer  will  also  pre¬ 
pare  a  report  for  consideration  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  who  will  deter¬ 
mine  whether  or  not  the  lands  will  be 
withdrawn  as  requested  by  the  applicant 
agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Principal  Meridian  Montana 

LEWIS  AND  CLARK  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Calf  Creek  Administrative  Site 
T.  13  N./R.  6  E.. 

Sec.  33,  SE«4SE'i. 

Newlan  Creek  Administrative  Site 
T.  11  N..R.7E., 

Sec.  9,  W>/2NEV4  and  SE V4 NW '4 • 

Moose  Creek  Campground 
T  12  N  r  7  E 

Sec .  6,  S  >/2  NW  «4  N  W  >/4  NE  V4 ,  W  >/2  S  W  ■,  4  N  W  >4 
NE>4,  SE  V4  NE  V4  NW  V4 ,  and'  NE 1 4  SE  V4 
NWV4- 

Jumping  Creek  Campground 

T  12  N  r  7  E 

Sec.  36,  S  >/i  N  E  Vi  NE  %  NE  % .  SV2NWV4NE>4 
NE>4,  SViNEViNE'i ,  SE >4 NW  Vi  NE  V4 , 
NJ/2NEViSWViNEVi,  and  N>/2N»/2SEVi 
NE»4. 

Grasshopper  Campground 
T.9N..R.8E., 

Sec.  17,  NEViNEViNW'i,  SV2NEV4NWV4, 
and  N  </2  SE  %  NW  Vi . 


Lamb  Creek  Campground 
T.  12  N„  R.  8  E„ 

Sec.  33,  S  Vi  S  *4  S  W  Vi  NE  V4 ,  Sy2SWV4SE(4 
NEVi,  SV4Si/2SEi/4NWVi.  N«/2NEViSW>4, 
SE  Vi  NE  V4  SW  Vi ,  Wy2NEy4SEy4,  and 

NWViSEVi. 

Dry  Wolf  Campground 
T.  14  N.,  R.  9  E„ 

Sec.  13,  NEVi  NEVi  NEVi,  SV2NEV4NE'4, 
SWViNWViNEVi,  SE  Vi  NW  Vi  NE  V4 ,  NE>4 
SWy4NEVi,  N W  Vi  S W  Vi  NE  Vi ,  and  NW'  i 
SEViNEVi,  excluding  the  private  lands  in 
HES  No.  63. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  469.1  acres  in  Judith  Basin 
and  Meagher  Counties,  Mont. 

Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.72-2168  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am| 


[Montana  20660 (SD)  | 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

February  4,  1972. 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  filed  application  M 
20660 1  SD  i  for  the  withdrawal  of  na¬ 
tional  forest  lands  described  below  from 
mineral  location  and  entry  under  the 
mining  laws  but  not  from  leasing  under 
the  mineral  leasing  law's,  subject  to  ex¬ 
isting  valid  claims. 

The  applicant  desires  to  protect  an 
existing  public  campground  and  expand 
the  campground  facilities. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  316 
North  26th  Street,  Billings,  MT  59101. 

The  Department’s  regulation  (43  CFR 
2351.4(c))  provides  that  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  will  undertake  such  investigations 
as  are  necessary  to  determine  the  exist¬ 
ing  and  potential  demand  for  the  lands 
and  their  resources.  He  will  also  under¬ 
take  negotiations  with  the  applicant 
agency  with  the  view  of  adjusting  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  reduce  the  area  to  the  mini¬ 
mum  essential  to  meet  the  applicant’s 
needs,  to  provide  for  the  maximum  con¬ 
current  utilization  of  the  lands  for  the 
purpose  other  than  the  applicant’s,  to 
eliminate  lands  needed  for  purposes 
more  essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent 
management  of  the  lands  and  their  re¬ 
sources. 

The  authorized  officer  will  also  pre¬ 
pare  a  report  for  consideration  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  who  will  deter¬ 
mine  whether  or  not  the  lands  will  be 
withdrawm  as  requested  by  the  applicant 
agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
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will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Black  tttt.i.r  Meridian 
CUSTER  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Picnic  Springs  Campground 

T.  22  N.,  R.  5  E„ 

Sec.  15.  NEV4 

The  area  described  contains  160  acres 
In  Harding  County.  S.  Dak. 

Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
IFR  Doc.72-2167  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

COOPERATIVE  SPRUCE  BUDWORM 
SUPPRESSION  PROJECT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Coopera¬ 
tive  Spruce  Bud  worm  Suppression  Proj¬ 
ect  in  Maine,  USDA-FS-ES(Adm)  72-18. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposal  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service  and  the  State  of  Maine  Forestry 
Department  to  chemically  treat  an  esti¬ 
mated  500,000  acres  of  State  and  private 
woodlands  in  Aroostook  and  Penobscot 
Counties,  Maine,  to  suppress  an  un¬ 
usually  severe  outbreak  of  the  spruce 
budworm. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  January  21,  1972. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

TJSDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Building,  Room  3230,  12th  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20250. 
USD  A,  Forest  Service,  1621  North  Kent  Street, 
Room  1205— B,  Rosslyn  Plaza,  Arlington, 
VA  22209. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  6816  Market  Street, 
Room  207,  Upper  Darby,  PA  19082. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Edward  P.  Cliff, 
Chief,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  South  Agricul¬ 
ture  Building,  12th  and  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Copies  are  also  available  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
US.  Department  of  Commerce,  Spring- 
field,  VA.  22151  for  $3  each.  Please  refer 
to  the  name  and  number  of  environ¬ 
mental  statement  above  when  ordering. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Guidelines. 


Comments  are  invited  from  the  public 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Edward  P.  Cliff,  Chief,  U.S.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice.  South  Agriculture  Building,  12th  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20250.  Comments  must  be  received 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  order  to  be  considered  in 
the  preparation  of  the  final  environmen¬ 
tal  statement. 

Dated:  February  8,  1972. 

Thomas  C.  Nelson, 
Deputy  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-2152  Filed  2-11-72:8:47  ami 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  CAPPER- 
VOLSTEAD  ACT 

Termination  and  Revocation 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
5  U.S.C.  301  and  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  2  of  1953,  the  committee  established 
on  October  14,  1959  (24  F.R.  8335),  to 
carry  out  certain  responsibilities  as¬ 
signed  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
by  7  U.S.C.  291-292,  is  hereby  termi¬ 
nated  and  the  delegations  to  such 
committee  are  hereby  revoked,  effective 
immediately. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  February,  1972. 

[seal]  Earl  L.  Butz, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.72-2173  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  amj 


CHAIRMAN,  COMMODITY 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Designation 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
2(a)  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2),  I  hereby  des¬ 
ignate  Quentin  M.  West,  Administrator, 
Economic  Research  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  to  serve  in  my  stead 
as  Chairman  of  the  Commodity  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  February  1972. 

Earl  L.  Btrrz, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.72-2174  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  am] 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  Emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Farmers  Home  Administration 


Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961)  and  section 
232  of  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970 
(Public  Law  91-606),  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  in  th  following  county  in  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  natural  disasters 
have  caused  a  general  need  for  agricul¬ 
tural  credit: 

COUNTT 

Somerset. 

Emergency  loans  will  not  be  made  in 
the  above-named  county  under  this 
designation  pursuant  to  applications  re¬ 
ceived  after  June  30,  1972,  except  subse¬ 
quent  loans  to  qualified  borrowers  who 
received  initial  loans  under  this  desig¬ 
nation. 

The  urgency  of  the  need  for  Emergency 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  February  1972. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2153  Filed  2-11-72:8:47  am[ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
A.  H.  P.f  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786:  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (MF 
3490)  has  been  filed  by  A.  H.  P„  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  1809,  Gainesville,  GA  30501, 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  food  additive 
regulation  (21  CFR  Part  121)  to  provide 
for  the  safe  use  of  gentian  violet  as  a 
fungicidal  mold  inhibitor  in  animal  and 
poultry  feeds. 

Dated:  February  9, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2125  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D— 428;  NDA  No.  5-714 [ 

ENDO  LABORATORIES 

Aurothioglycanide;  Notice  of  With¬ 
drawal  of  Approval  of  New  Drug 
Application 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1971  (36  F.R.  3532),  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  announced 
(DESI  5714)  his  conclusions  pursuant  to 
evaluation  of  a  report  received  from  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  concerning  the  following  drug: 

NDA  5-714;  Lauron  Suspension  for 
Injection,  containing  aurothioglycanide; 
Endo  Laboratories,  Inc.,  1000  Stewart 
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Avenue,  Garden  City,  Long  Island,  N.Y. 
11530. 

The  announcement  stated  that  the 
drug  was  regarded  as  possibly  effective 
for  the  labeled  indication,  rheumatoid 
arthritis.  Six  months  from  the  date  of 
that  publication  were  allowed  for  the 
holder  of  the  application  and  any  person 
marketing  such  drug  without  approval 
to  obtain  and  submit  data  providing  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  of  the 
drug  for  the  possibly  effective  indication. 
No  such  data  have  been  received  and  the 
holder  of  said  new  drug  application  has 
requested  withdrawal  of  approval  of  its 
new  drug  application  and  thereby  has 
waived  opportunity  for  a  hearing,  stating 
that  marketing  of  the  drug  was  discon¬ 
tinued  in  1968. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505 
(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
355(e)),  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  him  (21  CFR  2.120),  finds  that  on 
the  basis  of  new  information  before 
him  with  respect  to  said  drug,  evaluated 
together  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drug  will  have  the  effect  it 
purports  or  is  represented  to  have  under 
the  conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  the  labeling 
thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
finding,  approval  of  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion  No.  5-714,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  hereof  in 
the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72) . 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2126  Filed  2-11-72:8:50  am) 

[DESI  50223] 

CERTAIN  NEOMYCIN  TOPICAL 

DERMATOLOGIC  PREPARATIONS 

Drugs  for  Human  Use;  Efficacy  Study 

Implementation;  Follow-up  Notice 

In  a  notice  (DESI  50223)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  April  6,  1971  (36 
F.R.  6531),  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  announced  his  conclusions 
pursuant  to  evaluation  of  reports  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences-National  Research  -Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  preparations: 

1.  Ultimycin  Cream,  containing  neo¬ 
mycin  palmitate  and  allantoin;  Walker 
Corp.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Easthampton  Place  and 
North  Collingwood  Avenue,  Post  Office 
Drawer  1320,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13206  (NDA 
50-223). 

2.  Neo-Mantle  Lotion  and  Neo-Mantle 
Creme,  both  containing  neomycin  sul¬ 
fate;  Dome  Laboratories  Division,  Miles 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  400  Morgan  Lane, 
West  Haven,  Conn.  06516  (NDA  50-239 
and  NDA  50-240). 

The  notice  stated  that  these  drugs  were 
regarded  as  possibly  effective  for  their 


labeled  indications.  The  possibly  effec¬ 
tive  indications  have  been  reclassified  as 
lacking  substantial  evidence  of  effective¬ 
ness  in  that  such  evidence  has  not  been 
submitted  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  April 
6,  1971. 

Batches  of  such  drugs  with  labeling 
bearing  indications  for  which  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  is  lacking  are  no 
longer  acceptable  for  release.  There  is  no 
antibiotic  drug  regulation  which  provides 
for  certification  of  these  preparations. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  this  action  may,  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  petition 
for  the  issuance  of  regulation  providing 
for  certification  of  the  drugs  for  such 
indications.  The  petition  must  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  full  factual  and  well-docu¬ 
mented  medical  analysis  which  shows 
reasonable  grounds  for  the  issuance  of 
such  regulation. 

A  petition  for  issuance  of  said  regula¬ 
tion  should  be  filed  (preferably  in  quin- 
tuplicate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md.  20852. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  507.  52  Stat. 
1050-51,  as  amended,  59  Stat.  463.  as 
amended;  21  U.S.C.  352,  357)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  3,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine. 

•  Associate  Commissioner 

for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.72-2129  Filed  2-11-72:8:50  am] 


(DESI  3684:  Docket  No.  FDC-D  420;  NDA 
4-924,  etc.] 

CERTAIN  SULFONAMIDE-CONTAIN¬ 
ING  PREPARATIONS  FOR  TOPICAL 
OR  OPHTHALMIC  USE 

Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Approval  of 
New  Drug  Applicatibns 

In  an  announcement  (DESI  3684) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  cm 
September  25,  1970  (35  F.R.  14954),  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  an¬ 
nounced  his  conclusions  pursuant  to  an 
evaluation  of  reports  received  from  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group  wi  the  subject  drugs,  stating  that 
these  drugs  are  regarded  as  possibly  ef¬ 
fective  and  lacking  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  for  the  various  labeled 
indications.  The  possibly  effective  indica¬ 
tions  have  been  reclassified  as  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  in 
that  no  new  evidence  of  effectiveness  of 
the  drugs  has  been  submitted  within  the 
period  provided. 

The  holders  of  the  following  new  drug 
applications  have  requested  withdrawal 
of  approval  of  their  new  drug  applications 
and  have  thereby  waived  their  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing,  stating  that  the  drugs 
are  no  longer  marketed.  (NDA’s  identi¬ 
fied  by  an  asterisk  were  not  reviewed  by 


the  Academy  and  not  included  in  the  no¬ 
tice  of  September  25,  1970,  but  are  re¬ 
garded  as  similarly  affected.) : 

1.  NDA  4-924*;  Sulfadiazine  Ointment 
5  percent  and  Sulfadiazine  Ophthalmic 
Ointment  5  percent;  Lederle  Labora¬ 
tories,  Division  American  Cyanamid  Co., 
Pearl  River,  N.Y.  10965. 

2.  NDA  4-988*  ;  Sulfathiazole-Urantoin 
Ointment;  Mallinckrodt  Chemical 
Works,  3600  North  Second  Street.  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63160. 

3.  NDA  5-069*;  Sulthigel  Ointment 
and  Jelly;  Breon  Laboratories,  Inc..  Sub¬ 
sidiary  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.,  90  Park  Ave¬ 
nue.  New  York.  N.Y.  10016. 

4.  NDA  5-122;  Sulfathiazole  Crystals: 

Breon  Laboratories,  Inc.  J 

5.  NDA  6-613;  Sulfamylon  (mafemde 
hydrochloride)  Solutions;  Otomylon 
(mafenide  hydrochloride)  Ear  Drops: 
and  Sulfamylon  Hydrochloride  with 
Streptomycin  Sulfate;  Winthrop  Labora¬ 
tories,  Division  of  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.,  90 
Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10016. 

A  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  24,  1970  (35  F.R.  11947), 
withdrew  approval  of  NDA  3-756  Sulfal- 
lantoin  Ointment  2  percent  and  Powder; 
S.  F.  Durst  and  Co.,  Inc.,  5317  North 
Third  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19120 
(this  new  drug  application  held  by 
Schuylkill  Chemical  Co.,  2436  West 
Sedgley  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19132).  Another  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  6,  1971  (36 
F.R.  14493).  withdrew  approval  of  NDA 
5-114;  Morumide  Ointment;  The  S.  E. 
Massengill  Co.,  527  Fifth  Street,  Bristol, 
Tenn.  37620.  Approval  of  both  of  these 
new  drug  applications  was  withdrawn  on 
the  grounds  that  the  applicants  had 
failed  to  make  reports  under  section 
505 ( J )  and  §5  130.13  and  130.35  <e>  and 
(f)  of  the  new  drug  regulations  <21  CFR 
130.13  and  130.35). 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505 
(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
355(e))  and  under  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120)  finds  on  the 
basis  of  new  information  before  him  with 
respect  to  such  drugs  evaluated  together 
with  the  evidence  available  to  him  when 
the  applications  were  approved,  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drugs  will  have  the  effects  they 
purport  or  are  represented  to  have  under 
the  conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  the  labeling 
thereof.  f 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
finding,  approval  of  the  above-listed  new 
drug  applications  and  all  amendments 
and  supplements  applying  thereto  is 
withdrawn  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  3,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2127  Filed  2-11-72:8:50  am] 
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[DESI  3684;  Docket  No.  FDC-D-406;  NDA 
3-684  etc.] 

CERTAIN  SULFONAMIDE-CONTAIN¬ 
ING  PREPARATIONS  FOR  TOPICAL, 
OPHTHALMIC  OR  OTIC  USE 

Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing  on 

Proposal  To  Withdraw  Approval  of 

New  Drug  Applications 

In  a  notice  (DESI  3684)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  September  25, 
1970  (35  F.R.  14954)  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  announced  his  con¬ 
clusions  pursuant  to  the  evaluation  of 
reports  received  from  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences-National  Research 
Council  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  on 
the  subject  drugs,  stating  that  these 
drugs  are  regarded  as  possibly  effective, 
and  lacking  substantial  evidence  of  ef¬ 
fectiveness  for  the  various  labeled  in¬ 
dications.  The  possibly  effective  indica¬ 
tions  have  been  reclassified  as  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  in 
that  no  new  evidence  of  effectiveness  of 
the  drugs  has  been  submitted  within  the 
period  provided. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  the  holders 
of  the  new  drug  applications  listed  below, 
and  to  any  interested  person  who  may  be 
adversely  affected,  that  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  proposes  to  issue  an  order  under 
section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(e)) 
withdrawing  approval  of  the  listed  new 
drug  applications  and  all  amendments 
and  supplements  thereto  on  the  grounds 
that  new  information  evaluated  together 
with  the  evidence  available  when  the  ap¬ 
plications  were  approved,  shows  there  is 
a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drugs  will  have  all  the  effects  they  pur¬ 
port  or  are  represented  to  have  under  the 
conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  their  labeling. 

1.  NDA  6-187;  ACR-Allantomide 
Ointment  containing  sulfanilamide,  ami- 
nacrine  hydrochloride  and  allantoin; 
National  Drug  Co.,  Division  of  Richard- 
son-Merrell  Inc.,  4663  Stenton  Avenue, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19144. 

2.  NDA  3-684;  Allan tomide  Ointment 
containing  sulfanilamide  and  allantoin; 
National  Drug  Co. 

3.  NDA  4-494;  Sulfathiazole  Cream 
5  percent;  Abbott  Laboratories,  14th  and 
Sheridan  Road.  North  Chicago.  Ill.  60064. 

4.  NDA  5-051;  Alulotion  Sulfathiazole 
containing  sulfathiazole,  kaolin  and 
aluminum  hydroxide  gel ;  Wyeth  Labora¬ 
tories,  Division  American  Home  Products 
Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  8299,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19101. 

5.  NDA  8-781;  Gantrisin  Ear  Solution 
containing  sulfisoxazole  diolamine,  urea, 
and  chlorobutanol;  Roche  Laboratories, 
Division  Hoffman-La  Roche,  Inc.,  340 
Kingsland  Avenue,  Nutley,  N.J.  07110. 

6.  NDA  5-623;  O tomide  Otic  Solution 
containing  sulfanilamide,  urea,  and 
chlorobutanol;  White  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Galloping  Hill  Road,  Kenilworth,  N.J. 
07033. 

7.  NDA  4-757;  Sulfanilamide  Powder; 
Acme  Scientific  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  8826, 
Richmond,  Va.  23225. 


8.  NDA  6-367;  Brandenfels  Scalp  and 
Hair  Applications  and  Massage,  contain¬ 
ing  sulfanilamide  (Formula  A)  and 
lanolin  (Formula  B) ;  Carl  Brandenfels, 
Scappoose,  Oregon  97056. 

9.  NDA  4-361;  Sulfanilamide  Powder; 
Hynson,  Westcott  and  Dunning,  Inc., 
Charles  and  Chase  Streets,  Baltimore, 
Md.  21201. 

10.  NDA  4-507;  Sulfathiazole  Cream 
5  percent;  S.  F.  Durst  and  .Co.,  Inc.,  5317 
North  Third  Street,  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
19120. 

11.  NDA  4-604;  Triethyl-Diazine  Solu¬ 
tion  containing  sulfadiazine;  Lederle 
Laboratories,  Division  American  Cyana- 
mid  Co.;  Pearl  River,  N.Y.  10965. 

12.  NDA  4-122;  Sulfadiazine  Oint¬ 
ment  5  percent  and  Sulfadiazine  Oph¬ 
thalmic  Ointment  5  percent;  Eli  Lilly  and 
Co.,  Post  Office  Box  618,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  46206. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
(21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commissioner 
will  give  the  applicants,  and  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  who  would  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  an  order  withdrawing  such  ap¬ 
proval,  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to 
show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap¬ 
plications  should  not  be  withdrawn.  Any 
related  drug  for  human  use,  not  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  an  approved  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion,  may  be  affected  by  this  action. 

Within  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register,  such 
persons  are  required  to  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  a 
written  appearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  applications. 
Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written 
Appearance  of  election  within  said  30 
days  will  be  construed  as  an  election  by 
such  persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except 
that  any  portion  of  the  hearing  that 
concerns  a  method  or  process  the  Com¬ 
missioner  finds  entitled  to  protection  as 
a  trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public,  unless  the  respondent  specifies 
otherwise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  must  file,  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  a  written  appearance  request¬ 
ing  the  hearing,  giving  the  reasons  why 
approval  of  the  new  drug  application 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  together  with 
a  well  organized  and  full  factual  analysis 
of  the  clinical  and  other  investigational 
data  they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  opposition.  A  request  for  a 
hearing  may  not  rest  upon  mere  allega¬ 
tions  or  denials,  but  must  set  forth  spe¬ 


cific  facts  showing  that  a  genuine  and 
substantial  issue  of  fact  requires  a  hear¬ 
ing.  When  it  clearly  appears  from  the 
data  in  the  application  and  from  the 
reasons  and  factual  analysis  in  the  re¬ 
quest  for  the  hearing  that  no  genuine 
and  substantial  issue  of  fact  precludes 
the  withdrawal  of  approval  of  the  appli¬ 
cation,  the  Commissioner  will  enter  an 
order  on  these  data,  making  findings  and 
conclusions  on  such  data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  response  to  this  notice,  the  issues 
will  be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will 
be  named,  and  he  shall  issue,  as  soon 
as  practicable  after  the  expiration  of 
such  30  days,  a  written  notice  of  the 
time  and  place  at  which  the  hearing 
will  commence.  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8, 
1970;  35  F.R.  16631,  Oct.  27,  1970.) 

Received  requests  for  a  hearing  and/or 
elections  not  to  request  a  hearing  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  above)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505,  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2128  Filed  2-1 1-72; 8: 80  ami 


(Docket  No.  FDC-D-412;  NDA  8-836,  etc  ] 

GEIGY  CHEMICAL  CORP.  AND  ROCHE 
LABORATORIES;  DIVISION  OF 
HOFFMANN-LA  ROCHE,  INC. 

Certain  Topical  Anti-Infective  Drugs; 
Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
on  Proposal  to  Withdraw  Approval 
of  New  Drug  Applications 

In  a  notice  (DESI  8836)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  August  26,  1970 
(35  F.R.  13604),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  his  conclu¬ 
sions  pursuant  to  the  evaluation  of  re¬ 
ports  received  from  the  National  Acade¬ 
my  of  Sciences-National  Research  Coun¬ 
cil,  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  on  the 
drugs  listed  below,  stating  that  the  drugs 
were  regarded  as  possibly  effective  for 
the  various  labeled  indications.  The  pos¬ 
sibly  effective  indications  have  been  re¬ 
classified  as  lacking  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  in  that  no  new  evidence 
of  effectiveness  of  the  drugs  has  been 
submitted  within  the  period  provided. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  the  hold¬ 
ers  of  the  new  drug  applications,  and  to 
any  interested  person  who  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected,  that  the  Commissioner 
proposes  to  issue  an  order  under  section 
505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(e))  with¬ 
drawing  approval  of  the  listed  new  drug 
applications  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto  on  the  grounds  that 
new  information  before  him  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  drugs,  evaluated  together 
with  the  evidence  available  to  him  when 
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the  applications  were  approved,  shows 
there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drugs  will  have  all  the  effects 
they  purport  or  are  represented  to  have 
under  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed, 
recommended,  or  suggested  in  the 
labeling. 

NDA  8-836,  Sterosan  Cream  and  Oint¬ 
ment,  containing  chlorquinaldol ;  Geigy 
Pharmaceuticals,  Division  of  Geigy 
Chemical  Co.,  Saw  Mill  River  Road, 
Ardsley,  N.Y.  10502. 

NDA  11-675,  Triburon  Ointment;  and 

NDA  11-925,  Triburon  Cream,  con¬ 
taining  triclobisonium  chloride;  Roche 
Laboratories,  Division  of  Hoffmann-La 
Roche,  Inc.,  340  Kingsland  Avenue,  Nut- 
ley,  N.J.  07110. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  give  the  applicants,  and  any 
interested  person  who  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  an  order  withdrawing  such 
approval,  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
to  show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug 
applications  would  not  be  withdrawn. 
Any  related  drug  for  human  use,  not  the 
subject  of  an  approved  new  drug  appli¬ 
cation,  may  be  affected  by  this  action. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons 
are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  a  written 
appearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  applications.  Fail¬ 
ure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written 
appearance  of  election  within  said  30 
days  will  be  construed  as  an  election  by 
such  persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  the  Commissioner 
finds  entitled  to  protection  as  a  trade 
secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  public, 
unless  the  respondent  specifies  otherwise 
in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  must  file,  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  a  written  appearance  request¬ 
ing  the  hearing,  giving  the  reasons  why 
approval  of  the  new  drug  application 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  together  with 
a  well  organized  and  full  factual  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  clinical  and  other  investiga¬ 
tional  data  they  are  prepared  to  prove  in 
support  of  their  opposition.  A  request  for 
a  hearing  may  not  rest  upon  mere  allega¬ 
tions  or  denials,  but  must  set  forth  spe¬ 
cific  facts  showing  that  a  genuine  and 


substantial  issue  of  fact  requires  a  hear¬ 
ing.  When  it  clearly  appears  from  the 
data  in  the  application  and  from  the 
reasons  and  factual  analysis  in  the  re¬ 
quest  for  the  hearing  that  no  genuine 
and  substantial  issue  of  fact  precludes 
the  withdrawal  of  approval  of  the  appli¬ 
cation,  the  Commissioner  will  enter  an 
order  on  these  data,  making  findings  and 
conclusions  on  such  data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  response  to  this  notice,  the  issues 
will  be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will 
be  named,  and  he  shall  issue,  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  expiration  of  such 
30  days,  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  at  which  the  hearing  will  com¬ 
mence.  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8,  1970;  35 
F.R.  16631,  Oct.  27,  1970) 

Received  requests  for  a  hearing  and/or 
elections  not  to  request  a  hearing  may 
be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  above)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505,  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  2,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72  2130  Filed  2-lI-72;8:50  am] 


HYNITE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348  (b) 
(5) ),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (MF 
3488)  has  been  filed  by  the  Hynite  Corp., 
Carrollville  Station,  Oak  Creek,  Wis. 
53154,  proposing  that  §  121.301  Hydro¬ 
lyzed  leather  meal  (21  CFR  121.301)  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
hydrolyzed  leather  meal  in  chick  and 
broiler  rations  as  a  source  of  protein  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  3.75  percent  by 
weight  of  the  finished  feed. 

Dated  :.February  2, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

| FR  Doc.72-2135  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am| 

(Docket  No.  FDC-D-423;  NDA  12-568] 

ORTHO  PHARMACEUTICAL  CORP. 

Chlordantoin  and  Benzalkonium  Chlo¬ 
ride  Lotion;  Notice  of  Withdrawal  of 

Approval  of  New  Drug  Application 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1971  (36  F.R.  3535),  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  announced 
(DESI  12568)  his  conclusions  pursuant 
to  evaluation  of  a  report  received  from 
the  National  Academy  of  Sciences-Na- 
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tional  Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Group,  concerning  the  following 
drug: 

NDA  12-568;  Sporostacin  Lotion  con¬ 
taining  chlordantoin  and  benzalkonium 
chloride:  Ortho  Pharmaceutical  Corp., 
Route  202,  Raritan,  N.J.  08869. 

The  announcement  stated  that  the 
drug  was  regarded  as  possibly  effective 
for  the  labeled  indication.  Six  months 
from  the  date  of  that  publication  were 
allowed  for  the  holder  of  the  application 
and  any  person  marketing  such  drug 
without  approval  to  obtain  and  submit 
data  providing  for  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  of  the  drug  for  the  pos¬ 
sibly  effective  indication.  No  such  data 
have  been  received  and  the  holder  of 
said  new  drug  application  has  requested 
withdrawal  of  approval  of  its  new  drug 
application  and  thereby  has  waived  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505 
(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
355(e)),  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  him  <21  CFR  2.120),  finds  that  on  the 
basis  of  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  said  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to  him 
when  the  application  was  approved,  there 
is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  will  have  the  effect  it  purports  or 
is  represented  to  have  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or 
suggested  in  the  labeling  thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing, 
finding,  approval  of  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion  No.  12-568,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  hereof  in 
the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  2,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

]FR  Doc.72-2131  Filed  2-11-72:8:50  am] 

[Docket  No.  FDC-D-351;  NDA  6-566,  etc.] 

OXANAMIDE  AND  CERTAIN  OTHER 
DRUGS 

Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Approval  of 
New  Drug  Applications 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  3,  1971  (36  F.R. 
14277) ,  extending  to  each  holder  of  a  new 
drug  application  listed  below,  and  to  any 
interested  person  who  may  be  adversely 
affected,  an  opportunity  for  hearing  on 
the  proposal  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  to  issue  an  order  under 
section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  withdrawing  approval 
of  each  listed  application  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto.  The  basis 
of  the  proposed  action  was  the  lack  of 
substantial  evidence  that  the  drugs  are 
effective  for  their  labeled  indications. 
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NOTICES 


NDA 

No. 

Drug  name 

NDA  holder 

10-811 

Quiactin  Tablets, 
containing  oxana- 
mide. 

The  William  8.  Morrell 

Co.,  Division  Richard¬ 
son  Morrell,  Inc.,  110 

East  Amity  Rd., 
Cincinnati,  OH  46216. 

13-261 

Lenetran  Tablets, 
containing  mephe- 
noxalone. 

Lakeside  Laboratories, 
Division  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Co.,  1707 

East  North  Ave., 
Milwaukee,  WI  53201. 

6-666 

Tolserol  Tablets, 
Capsules  1  Elixir, 
Injection,  and 
Powder 1  for 
Injection,  con¬ 
taining  mepkene- 
sin. 

E.  R.  Squibb  &  Sons, 

Inc.,  Division  Olin 
Mathieson  Chemical 
Corp.,  745  Fifth  Ave., 
New  York,  NY  10022. 

•-157 

Tolseram  Tablets, 
and  Suspension, 
containing 
meplienesin 
carbamate. 

Do. 

16-934 

Dioloxol  Tablets, 
Capsules,  and 
Elixir  containing 
mephenesin. 

G.  W.  Carnrick  Co.,  65 
Horse  Hill  Rd.,  Cedar 
Knolls,  NJ  07927. 

•  Although  not  specifically  reviewed  by  the  Academy, 
these  are  regarded  as  similarly  affected. 

Neither  the  holders  of  the  new  drug 
applications  nor  any  other  interested 
person  have  filed  a  written  appearance 
of  election  as  provided  by  said  notice. 
The  failure  to  file  such  an  appearance 
is  construed  as  an  election  by  such  per¬ 
sons  not  to  avail  themselves  of  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  505(e),  52 
Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355(e) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  him 
(21  CFR  2.120),  finds  that  on  the  basis 
of  new  information  before  him  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  said  drugs,  evaluated 
together  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  each  application  was  ap¬ 
proved,  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial 
evidence  that  each  of  the  drugs  will 
have  the  effect  it  purports  or  is  repre¬ 
sented  to  have  under  the  conditions  of 
use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  the  labeling  thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
finding,  approval  of  the  above-listed  new 
drug  applications  and  all  amendments 
and  supplements  thereto  is  withdrawn 
effective  on  the  date  of  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2136  Filed  2-ll-72;8:51  ami 


1  Docket  No.  FDC-D-426;  NDA  8-245] 

PARKE,  DAVIS  &  CO. 

Combination  Drug  Containing  Di¬ 
phenhydramine  Hydrochloride  and 
Scopolamine  Hydrobromide;  Notice 
of  Opportunity  for  Hearing  on  Pro¬ 
posal  to  Withdraw  Approval  of 
New  Drug  Application 

In  a  notice  (DESI  8245)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  October  15, 1970 
(35  F.R.  16194)  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  his  conclu¬ 
sions  pursuant  to  the  evaluation  of  a 


report  received  from  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences-National  Research 
Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  on 
the  drug  described  below,  stating  that 
the  drug  is  regarded  as  possibly  effective 
for  the  labeled  indications.  The  possibly 
effective  indications  have  been  reclassi¬ 
fied  as  lacking  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  in  that  no  new  evidence 
of  effectiveness  of  the  drug  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  within  the  period  provided. 

NDA  8-245;  Benacine  Tablets  contain¬ 
ing  diphenhydramine  hydrochloride  and 
scopolamine  hydrobromide;  Parke,  Davis 
&  Co.,  Joseph  Campau  at  the  River, 
Detroit,  Mich.  48232.  ' 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Parke, 
Davis  &  Co.  and  to  any  interested  person 
who  may  be  adversely  affected,  that  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  issue  an  order 
under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355 
(e) )  withdrawing  approval  of  the  listed 
new  drug  application  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto  on  the 
grounds  that  new  information  before 
him  with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated 
together  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
shows  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  drug  will  have  all  the 
effects  it  purports  or  is  represented  to 
have  under  the  conditions  of  use  pre¬ 
scribed,  recommended,  or  suggested  in 
its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  give  the  applicant,  and  any 
interested  person  who  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  an  order  withdrawing  such 
approval,  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
to  show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug 
application  should  not  be  withdrawn.  Any 
related  drug  for  human  use,  not  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  an  approved  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion,  may  be  affected  by  this  action. 

Within  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  such  per¬ 
sons  are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  a 
written  appearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avaU  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  piersons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  no¬ 
tice  will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing 
approval  of  the  new  drug  application. 
Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written 
appearance  of  election  within  said  30 
days  will  be  construed  as  an  election  by 
such  piersons  not  to  avail  themselves  of 
an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  con¬ 
cerns  a  method  or  process  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  entitled  to  protection  as  a 
trade  secret  will  not  be  opien  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  unless  the  respondent  specifies  other¬ 
wise  in  his  appearance. 


If  such  piersons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  must  file,  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  a  written  appearance  request¬ 
ing  the  hearing,  giving  the  reasons  why 
approval  of  the  new  drug  application 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  together  with 
a  well  organized  and  full  factual  analysis 
of  the  clinical  and  other  investigational 
data  they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  opposition. 

A  request  for  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  spiecific  facts  showing 
that  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  requires  a  hearing.  When  it  clearly 
appears  from  the  data  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  from  the  reasons  and  factual 
analysis  in  the  request  for  the  hearing 
that  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  precludes  the  withdrawal  of  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  enter  an  order  on  these  data, 
making  findings  and  conclusions  on  such 
data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  response  to  this  notice,  the  issues 
will  be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will 
be  named,  and  he  shall  issue,  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  expiration  of  such 
30  days,  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  at  which  the  hearing  will  com¬ 
mence.  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8,  1970;  35 
F.R.  16631,  Oct.  27,  1970.) 

Received  requests  for  a  hearing  and/ 
or  elections  not  to  request  a  hearing  may 
be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  above)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505,  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72  2133  Filed  2-U-72;8:50  am] 


[DESI  12467;  Docket  No.  FDC-D-415;  NDA 
12-467] 

SMITH,  KLINE  &  FRENCH 
LABORATORIES 

Combination  Containing  Trimeprazine 
Tartrate,  Phenylpropanolamine  Hy¬ 
drochloride,  and  Acetaminophen 
for  Oral  Use;  Notice  of  Opportunity 
for  Hearing  on  Proposal  To  With¬ 
draw  Approval  of  New  Drug 
Application 

In  an  announcement  (DESI  12467) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  22,  1971  (36  F.R.  9344) ,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  announced 
his  conclusions  pursuant  to  the  evalua¬ 
tion  of  a  report  received  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences-National  Re¬ 
search  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  on  Coplexen  Liquid  (NDA  12-467) 
containing  trimeprazine  tartrate,  phen¬ 
ylpropanolamine  hydrochloride,  and 
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acetaminophen.  The  announcement  stat¬ 
ed  that  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  drug  is  effective  as  a  fixed 
combination  for  its  various  claims,  a  lack 
of  evidence  that  the  claimed  benefits  out¬ 
weigh  the  risks  of  administration  of  a 
phenothiazine  derivative  for  symptoms 
related  to  the  common  cold,  and  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  in¬ 
tended  to  initiate  proceedings  to  with¬ 
draw  approval  of  the  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  drug.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  submit  any  pertinent  data 
bearing  on  the  proposal  within  30  days 
following  publication  of  the  announce¬ 
ment.  There  has  been  no  response. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Smith, 
Kline  and  French  Laboratories,  1500 
Spring  Garden  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19101,  holder  of  NDA  12-467  for  Coplexen 
Liquid,  and  to  any  interested  person  who 
may  be  adversely  affected,  that  the  Com¬ 
missioner  proposes  to  issue  an  order 
under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21‘  U.S.C.  355 
(e) )  withdrawing  approval  of  said  ap¬ 
plication  and  all  amendments  and  sup¬ 
plements  thereto  on  the  grounds  that 
new  information  before  him  with  respect 
to  the  drug,  evaluated  together  with  the 
evidence  available  to  him  when  the  ap¬ 
plication  was  approved,  shows  there  is 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  will  have  the  effects  its  purports  or 
is  represented  to  have  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or 
suggested  in  the  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
(21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commissioner 
will  give  the  applicant,  and  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  who  would  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  an  order  withdrawing  such 
approval,  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to 
show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap¬ 
plication  should  not  be  withdrawn.  Any 
related  drug  for  human  use,  not  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  an  approved  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion,  may  be  affected  by  this  action. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons 
are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  application.  Fail¬ 
ure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  of  election  within  said  30  days 
will  be  construed  as  an  election  by  such 
persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  the  Commissioner 
finds  entitled  to  protection  as  a  trade 
secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  public,  un- 
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less  the  respondent  specifies  otherwise  in 
his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  must  file,  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  a  written  appearance  requesting 
the  hearing,  giving  the  reasons  why  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  application 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  together  with  a 
well  organized  and  full  factual  analysis 
of  the  clinical  and  other  investigational 
data  they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  opposition.  A  request  for 
a  hearing  may  not  rest  upon  mere  alle¬ 
gations  or  denials,  but  must  set  forth  spe¬ 
cific  facts  showing  that  a  genuine  and 
substantial  issue  of  fact  requires  a  hear¬ 
ing.  When  it  clearly  appears  from  the 
data  in  the  application  and  from  the 
reasons  and  factual  analysis  in  the  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  that  no  genuine  and 
substantial  issue  of  fact  precludes  the 
withdrawal  of  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion,  the  Commissioner  will  enter  an  or¬ 
der  on  these  data,  making  findings  and 
conclusions  on  such  data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  response  to  this  notice,  the  issues 
will  be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will 
be  named,  and  he  shall  issue,  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  expiration  of  such 
30  days,  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  at  which  the  hearing  will  com¬ 
mence.  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8,  1970;  35 
F.R.  16631,  Oct.  7,  1970) 

Received  requests  for  a  hearing,  and/ 
or  elections  not  to  request  a  hearing,  may 
be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  above)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505,  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated;  February  3,  1972., 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2132  Filed  2-ll-72;8:50  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC— D-425;  NDA  6-205] 

PARKE,  DAVIS  AND  CO. 

Tetraethylammonium  Chloride  Injec¬ 
tion;  Notice  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing  on  Proposal  to  Withdraw 
Approval  of  New  Drug  Application 

In  a  notice  (DESI  6205)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  October  15,  1970 
(35  F.R.  16195)  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  his  conclu¬ 
sions  pursuant  to  the  evaluation  of  a 
report  received  from  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences-National  Research 
Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  on 
the  drug  described  below,  stating  that 
the  drug  is  regarded  as  possibly  effective 
and  lacking  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  for  the  various  labeled  indi¬ 
cations.  The  possibly  effective  indica¬ 
tions  have  been  reclassified  as  lacking 
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substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  in 
that  no  new  evidence  of  effectiveness  of 
the  drug  has  been  submitted  within  the 
period  provided. 

NDA  6-205;  Etamon  Chloride  Steri- 
Vial  containing  Tetraethylammonium 
chloride;  Parke,  Davis  ti  Co.,  Joseph 
Campau  at  the  River,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48232. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Parke, 
Davis  &  Co.,  and  to  any  interested  per¬ 
son  who  may  be  adversely  affected,  that 
the  Commissioner  proposes  to  issue  an 
order  under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
355(e))  withdrawing  approval  of  the 
listed  new  drug  application  and  all 
amendments  and  supplements  thereto  mi 
the  grounds  that  new  information  before 
him  with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated 
together  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  wras  approved, 
shows  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial 
evidence  that  the  drug  will  have  all  the 
effects  it  purports  or  is  represented  to 
have  under  the  conditions  of  use  pre¬ 
scribed,  recommended,  or  suggested  in 
its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  give  the  applicant,  and  any 
interested  person  who  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  an  order  withdrawing  such 
approval,  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
to  show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug 
application  should  not  be  withdrawn. 
Any  related  drug  for  human  use,  not  the 
subject  of  an  approved  new  drug  appli¬ 
cation,  may  be  affected  by  this  action. 

Within  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  such  per¬ 
sons  are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  applicatiMi.  Fail¬ 
ure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written 
appearance  of  election  within  said  30 
days  will  be  construed  as  an  election  by 
such  persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of 
an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this 
notice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except 
that  any  portion  of  the  hearing  that 
concerns  a  method  or  process  the  Com¬ 
missioner  finds  entitled  to  protection  as 
a  trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public,  unless  the  respondent  specifies 
otherwise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  must  file,  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  a  written  appearance  request¬ 
ing  the  hearing,  giving  the  reasons  why 
approval  of  the  new  drug  application 
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should  not  be  withdrawn,  together  with 
a  well  organized  and  full  factual  analysis 
of  the  clinical  and  other  investigational 
data  they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  opposition. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing 
that  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  requires  a  hearing.  When  it  clearly 
appears  from  the  data  in  the  application 
and  from  the  reasons  and  factual  analy¬ 
sis  in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that 
no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
precludes  the  withdrawal  of  approval  of 
the  application,  the  Commissioner  will 
enter  an  order  on  these  data,  making 
findings  and  conclusions  on  such  data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  response  to  this  notice,  the  issues 
will  be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will 
be  named,  and  he  shall  issue,  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  expiration  of  such 
30  days,  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  at  which  the  hearing  will  com¬ 
mence.  (35  P.R.  7250,  May  8,  1970;  35 
F.R.  16631,  Oct.  27,  1970) 

Received  requests  for  a  hearing  and/ 
or  elections  not  to  request  a  hearing 
may  be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (address  given  above)  during  reg¬ 
ular  business  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505,  52  Stat.  1052- 
53,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  un¬ 
der  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  (21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  3,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2137  Filed  2-ll-72;8:51  am] 


(Docket  No.  FDC-D-417;  NDA  11-577] 

UPJOHN  CO. 

Ectylurea  for  Oral  Use;  Notice  of 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  of  New 

Drug  Application 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  June  25, 
1970  (35  F.R.  10394),  the  Commission¬ 
er  of  Food  and  Drugs  announced  (DESI 
6566)  his  conclusions  pursuant  to  eval¬ 
uation  of  a  report  received  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  concerning  the  following  drug 
for  oral  use: 

Levanll  Tablet®  containing  ectylureau;  The 
Upjohn  Co.,  7171  Portage  Road,  Kalamazoo, 
Mich.  49002  (NDA  11-577). 

The  announcement  stated  that  the 
drug  was  regarded  as  either  lacking  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  or  pos¬ 
sibly  effective  for  the  various  labeled  in¬ 
dications.  Six  months  from  the  date  of 
that  publication  were  allowed  for  the 
holder  of  the  application  and  any  per¬ 
son  marketing  such  drug  without  ap¬ 
proval  to  obtain  and  submit  data 
providing  substantial  evidence  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  drug  for  the  possibly  effec¬ 
tive  indications.  No  such  data  have  been 


received  and  the  holder  of  said  new  drug 
application  has  requested  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  its  new  drug  application  and 
thereby  has  waived  opportunity  for  a 
hearing. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505 
(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
355(e)),  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  finds  that  on  the 
basis  of  new  information  before  him  with 
respect  to  said  drug,  evaluated  together 
with  the  evidence  available  to  him  when 
the  application  was  approved,  there  is 
a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  will  have  the  effect  it  purports  or 
is  represented  to  have  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended, 
or  suggested  in  the  labeling  thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
finding,  approval  of  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion  No.  11-577,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.72-2134  Filed  2-11-72:8:50  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-348;  NDA  9-922] 

VITAMIX  PHARMACEUTICALS  INC. 

Pyrilamine  Maleate — Dextroamphet¬ 
amine  Hydrochloride  Injection;  No¬ 
tice  of  Withdrawal  of  Approval  of 
New  Drug  Application 

On  July  23,  1971,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  13697) 
a  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing 
(DESI  9922)  in  which  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  proposed  to  issue  an 
order  under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
355(e))  withdrawing  approval  of  new 
drug  applications  NDA  9-922,  Dexa- 
Pyramine  Injection;  Vitamix  Pharma¬ 
ceuticals,  Inc.,  Division  Wynn  Pharma¬ 
ceuticals,  Inc.,  2900  North  17th  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19132,  in  the  absence 
of  substantial  evidence  that  the  drug 
is  effective  as  a  fixed  combination  for 
the  conditions  of  use  recommended  in 
its  labeling. 

Neither  the  holder  of  the  new  drug 
application  nor  any  other  interested 
person  has  filed  a  written  appearance 
of  election  as  provided  by  said  notice. 
The  failure  to  file  such  an  appearance  is 
construed  as  an  election  by  such  persons 
not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
505(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21 
U.S.C.  355(e)')  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120),  finds  on 
the  basis  of  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  such  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
that  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 


dence  that  Dexa-Pyramine  Injection 
will  have  the  effect  it  purports  or  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  have  under  the  conditions  of 
use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  the  labeling  thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
findings,  approval  of  the  above  new  drug 
application,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
document  (2-12-72). 

Dated:  January  28, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-2139  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-352;  NDA  10-522,  etc.] 

WILSON  LABORATORIES  ET  AL. 

Trypsin  or  Chymotrypsin  Injection  and 
Ointment;  Notice  of  Withdrawal  of 
Approval  of  New  Drug  Applications 

On  August  28,  1971,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (36  F.R. 
17371)  a  notice  of  opportunity  for  hear¬ 
ing  in  which  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  proposed  to  issue  an  order 
under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
355(e) )  withdrawing  approval  of  the  hew 
drug  applications  listed  below  in  the 
absence  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drugs  have  the  effect  they  purport  or  are 
represented  to  have  under  the  conditions 
of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  their  labeling. 


NDA  Drag  name  NDA  holder 

No. 


11-882  Chymotrypsin 
Injection. 


n-883  Trypsin  Injection... 
12-743  Chymotrypsin 
Injection. 


10-779  Enzeon 

(chymotrypsin) 

Injection. 

10- 522  Parenzyme 

Aqueous 

Injection 

containing 

trypsin. 

11- 252  Parenzyme 

Ointment  con¬ 
taining  trypsin 
chymotrypsin 
and  aminacrine 
hydrochloride. 


The  Wilson  Laboratories, 
Division  of  Wilson 
Pharmaceutical  and 
Chemical  Corp.,  4221 
South  Western  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL.  60609. 

Do. 

North  American 
Pharmacal,  6851  Chase 
Rd.,  Dearborn,  MI. 
48126.  (The  former 
holder  was  Chicago 
Pharmacal  Inc.,  Division 
of  Conal  Pharma¬ 
ceuticals.) 

Breon  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Division  Sterling  Drug, 
Inc.,  90  Park  Ave., 

New  York,  NY  10016. 

National  Drug  Co., 
Division  of  Richardson- 
Merrell,  Inc.,  4663 
Stenton  Ave., 
Philadelphia,  PA.  19144. 

Do. 


The  Wilson  Laboratories,  by  letter  of 
October  8,  1971,  elected  not  to  avail  it¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  NDA  Nos.  11-882  and  11-883, 
stating  that  marketing  of  the  drugs  had 
been  discontinued. 

Neither  the  holders  of  the  other  new 
drug  applications  listed  above  nor  any 
other  interested  person  have  filed  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  of  election  as  provided 
by  said  notice.  The  failure  to  file  such 
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an  appearance  is  construed  as  an  elec¬ 
tion  by  such  persons  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
505(e),  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended,  21 
U.S.C.  355(e) )  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120),  finds 
on  the  basis  of  new  information  before 
him  with  respect  to  each  of  said  drugs, 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  when  each  application 
was  approved,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  that  each  of  the  drugs 
will  have  the  effect  it  purports  or  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  have  under  the  conditions  of 
use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  the  labeling  thereof. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
findings,  approval  of  the  above  new  drug 
applications,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
document  (2-12-72) . 

Dated:  February  2,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.72-2138  Filed  2-11-72:8:51  am] 

|  DESI  6483| 

BACITRACIN  STERILE  POWDER 

Drugs  for  Human  Use;  Drug  Efficacy 

Study  Implementation;  Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Labeling  Amended 

In  a  notice  (DESI  6483)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  24,  1970 
(35  F.R.  10326),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  his  conclu¬ 
sions  pursuant  to  evaluation  of  reports 
received  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences — National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  bacitracin  drugs : 

1.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder:  The  Up¬ 
john  Co.,  7171  Portage  Road,  Kalamazoo, 
Mich.  49002  (NDA  6-483) . 

2.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder:  Chas. 
Pfizer  and  Co.,  Inc.,  235  42d  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10017  (NDA  60-282). 

3.  Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder,'  Phila¬ 
delphia  Laboratories,  Inc.,  9815  Roose¬ 
velt  Boulevard,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19114 
(NDA  60-350). 

The  notice  stated  that  the  drug  was 
regarded  as  probably  effective,  possibly 
effective,  and  lacking  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  for  the  various 
labeled  indications. 

Based  upon  a  reevaluation  of  these 
preparations,  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  finds  it  appropriate  to  amend 
the  announcement  of  June  24,  1970,  by: 

1.  Changing  the  effectiveness  classifi¬ 
cation  of  the  following  probably  effec¬ 


tive  indication  to  effective:  Intramuscu¬ 
larly  for  the  treatment  of  infants  with 
pneumonia  and  empyema  caused  by 
staphylococci  shown  to  be  sensitive  to 
the  drug. 

2.  Revising  the  labeling  guidelines,  as 
follows  i 

Bacitracin  Sterile  Powder 

FOR  INTRAMUSCULAR  USE  ONLT 


WARNING 

Nephrotoxicity:  Bacitracin  in  paren¬ 
teral  (intramuscular)  therapy  may 
cause  renal  failure  due  to  tubular  and 
glomerular  necrosis.  Its  use  should  be 
restricted  to  infants  with  staphylococ¬ 
cal  pneumonia  and  empyema  when 
due  to  organisms  shown  to  be  suscep¬ 
tible  to  bacitracin.  It  should  be  used 
only  where  adequate  laboratory  fa¬ 
cilities  are  available  and  when  con¬ 
stant  supervision  of  the  patient  is 
possible. 

Renal  function  should  be  carefully 
determined  prior  to  and  daily  during 
therapy.  The  recommended  daily  dose 
should  not  be  exceeded  and  fluid  in¬ 
take  and  urinary  output  maintained 
at  proper  levels  to  avoid  kidney  tox¬ 
icity.  If  renal  toxicity  occurs  the  drug 
should  be  discontinued.  The  concur¬ 
rent  use  of  other  nephrotoxic  drugs, 
particularly  streptomycin,  kanamycln, 
polymyxin  B.  polymyxin  E  (colistin), 
neomycin,  and  viomycin,  should  be 
avoided. 


DESCRIPTION 

(Descriptive  information  to  be  included  by 
the  manufacturer  or  distributor  should  be 
confined  to  an  appropriate  description  of  the 
physical  and  chemical  properties  of  the  drug 
and  the  formulation.) 

ACTIONS 

Bacitracin,  an  antibiotic  substance  derived 
from  cultures  of  Bacillus  subtilis  (Tracey), 
exerts  pronounced  antibacterial  action  in 
vitro  against  a  variety  of  gram-positive  and 
a  few  gram-negative  organisms.  However, 
among  systemic  diseases,  only  staphylococcal 
Infections  qualify  for  consideration  of  baci¬ 
tracin  therapy.  Bacitracin  is  assayed  against 
a  standard  and  Its  activity  is  expressed  in 
units,  1  mg.  having  a  potency  of  not  less  than 
50  units. 

Susceptibility  plate  testing:  If  the  Kirby- 
Bauer  method  of  disc  susceptibility  is  used,  a 
10-unit  bacitracin  disc  should  give  a  zone  of 
over  13  mm.  when  tested  against  a 
bacitracin-susceptible  strain  of  Staphylococ¬ 
cus  aureus.  Absorption  of  bacitracin  follow¬ 
ing  Intramuscular  injection  is  rapid  and  com¬ 
plete.  A  dose  of  200  or  300  units  kg.  every  6 
hours  gives  serum  levels  of  0.2  to  2  mcg./ml. 
In  individuals  with  normal  renal  function. 
The  drug  is  excreted  slowly  by  glomerular 
filtration.  It  is  widely  distributed  in  all  body 
organs  and  is  demonstrable  in  ascitic  and 
pleural  fluids  after  intramuscular  injection. 

INDICATIONS 

In  accord  with  the  statements  in  the 
“Warning  Box,’’  the  use  of  intramuscular 
bacitracin  is  limited  to  the  treatment  of  in¬ 
fants  with  pneumonia  and  empyema  caused 
by  staphylococci  shown  to  be  susceptible  to 
the  drug. 

CONTRAINDICATIONS 

This  drug  is  contraindicated  in  those  in¬ 
dividuals  with  a  history  of  previous  hyper¬ 
sensitivity  or  toxic  reaction  to  it. 
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PRECAUTIONS 

See  “Warning  Box”  for  precautions  in  re¬ 
gard  to  kidney  toxicity  associated  with  in¬ 
tramuscular  use  of  bacitracin. 

Adequate  fluid  Intake  should  be  main¬ 
tained  orally,  or  if  necessary,  by  parenteral 
method.  < 

As  with  other  antibiotics,  use  of  this  drug 
may  result  in  overgrowth  of  nonsusceptible 
organisms,  Including  fungi.  If  super! nfection 
occurs,  appropriate  therapy  should  be  insti¬ 
tuted. 

ADVERSE  REACTIONS 

Nephrotoxic  reactions.  Albuminuria.  Cylin- 
duria.  Azotemia.  Rising  blood  levels  without 
any  increase  in  dosage. 

Other  reactions.  Nausea  and  vomiting. 
Pain  at  site  of  Injection.  Skin  rashes. 

Dosage  and  Administration 

TO  BE  ADMINISTERED  INTRAMUSCULARLY  ONLY 

Infant  dose:  For  infants  under  2500  Gm. — 
900  units/kg. /24  hours  in  2-3  divided  doses. 
For  infants  over  2500  Gm. — 1,000  units  kg  / 
24  hours,  in  2-3  divided  doses. 

Preparation  of  solutions.  (To  be  supplied 
by  manufacturer  or  distributor.) 

Storage  conditions.  (To  be  supplied  by 
manufacturer  or  distributor.) 

3.  The  remaining  probably  effective 
and  possibly  effective  indications  have 
been  reclassified  as  lacking  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  in  that  no  new 
evidence  of  effectiveness  of  this  drug  has 
been  submitted  pursuant  to  the  notice 
of  June  24,  1970. 

Batches  of  such  drugs  with  labeling 
bearing  indications  for  which  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  is  lacking  are 
no  longer  acceptable  for  certification  or 
release. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  deletion  from  labeling  of 
the  indications  for  which  the  drug  has 
been  reclassified  from  probably  effective 
or  possibly  effective  to  lacking  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  of  effectiveness  may,  within 
30  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  peti¬ 
tion  for  the  issuance  of  a  regulation 
providing  for  other  certification  of  the 
drug  for  such  indications.  The  petition 
must  be  supported  by  a  full  factual  and 
well  documented  medical  analysis  which 
shows  reasonable  grounds  for  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  regulations. 

A  petition  for  issuance  of  said  regula¬ 
tion  should  be  filed  (preferably  in  quin- 
tuplicate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md.  20852. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  507,  52  Stat. 
1050-51  as  amended,  59  Stat.  463  as 
amended:  21  U.S.C.  352,  357)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120) . 

Dated:  February  3, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine. 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc. 72-2116  Filed  2-11-72:8:48  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[CGFR  72-27] 

SAN  DIEGO  HARBOR 

Security  Zone 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  by 
Executive  Order  10173,  as  amended  (33 
CFR  Part  6),  sec.  6(b)(1),  80  Stat.  937, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(b)  (1),49  CFR  1.46(b)  and 
the  redelegation  of  authority  to  the  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and  Sys¬ 
tems,  UJ5.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters  as 
contained  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  30,  1971  (36  FJt.  19160),  I 
hereby  affirm  for  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  the  order  of  A.  H.  Siemens, 
Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of 
the  Port,  San  Diego,  Calif.,  who  has  ex¬ 
ercised  authority  as  Captain  of  the  Port, 
such  order  reading  as  follows: 

San  Diego  Harbor 

SECURITY  ZONE 

Under  the  present  authority  of  section  1 
of  Title  II  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  June  15, 
1917,  40  Stat.  220,  as  amended,  50  UJ5.C.  191, 
and  Executive  Order  10173,  as  amended,  I  de¬ 
clare  that  from  $730  PST  on  March  13,  1972, 
untU  the  USS  Kitty  Hawk  has  cleared 
San  Diego  Harbor,  the  following  area  Is  a 
Security  Zone  and  I  order  It  closed  to  any 
person  or  vessel  due  to  the  transmitting  of 
San  Diego  Harbor  by  the  U.S.S.  Kitty  Hawk. 
The  Security  Zone  will  be  disestablished  1,500 
yards  astern  of  the  UJ3.S.  Kitty  Hawk  as  she 
transits  the  channel. 

The  water  area  contained  within  the  limits 
of  the  turning  basin  off  the  U.S.  Naval  Air 
Station,  North  Island.  San  Diego  Harbor. 
The  boundary  of  the  basin  begins  at  32*42'- 
21"  N.,  117*11'20"  W.  to  Mooing  Buoy  No. 
23,  thence  along  a  line  from  Mooring  Buoy  No. 
23  to  Mooring  Buoy  No.  27,  thence  to  32*42'- 
11"  N.,  117*10'49"  W.  thence  along  the  face 
of  the  Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island  to  32*- 
42'21"  N.,  117*  11 '20"  W.;  and  the  San  Diego 
Main  Channel  from  the  above  described 
turning  basin  to  San  Diego  Channel  En¬ 
trance  Buoy  No.  5. 

No  person  or  vessel  shall  remain  In  or 
enter  this  Security  Zone  without  permission 
of  the  Captain  of  the  Port,  San  Diego, 
295-3121. 

The  Captain  of  the  Port  shall  enforce  this 
order.  In  the  enforcement  of  this  order,  the 
Captain  of  the  Port  may  utUlze,  by  appro¬ 
priate  agreement,  personnel  and  facilities  of 
any  other  Federal  agency,  or  of  any  state  or 
political  subdivision  thereof. 

For  violation  of  this  order,  section  2  of 
Title  II  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  June  15, 
1917  (40  Stat.  220  as  amended,  50  U.S.C. 
192),  provides: 

If  any  owner,  agent,  master,  officer,  or 
person  In  charge,  or  any  member  of  the  crew 
of  any  such  vessel  falls  to  comply  with  any 
regulation  or  rule  Issued  or  order  given  under 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter,  or  obstructs 
or  Interferes  with  the  exercise  of  any  power 
conferred  by  this  chapter,  the  vessel,  together 
wtih  her  tackle,  apparel,  furniture,  and 
equipment,  shall  be  subject  to  seizure  and 
forfeiture  to  the  United  States  In  the  same 
manner  as  merchandise  Is  forfeited  for  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  customs  revenue  laws;  and  the 
person  guilty  of  such  failure,  obstruction,  or 
Interference  shall  be  punished  by  Imprison¬ 


ment  for  not  more  than  10  years  and  may. 
In  the  discretion  of  the  court,  be  fined  not 
more  than  $10,000. 

(a)  If  any  other  person  knowingly  falls  to 
comply  with  any  regulation  or  rule  Issued  or 
order  given  under  the  provisions  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  or  knowingly  obstructs  or  Interferes  with 
the  exercise  of  any  power  conferred  by  this 
chapter,  he  shall  be  punished  by  Imprison¬ 
ment  for  not  more  than  10  years  and  may,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  court,  be  fined  not  more 
than  $10,000. 

Dated:  February  10,  1972. 

J.  M.  Austin, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.72-2244  Filed  2-11-72:8:53  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-322] 

LONG  ISLAND  LIGHTING  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Applicant’s 
Supplemental  Environmental  Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission’s  regulations,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  supplemental  re¬ 
port  dated  December  1971,  and  entitled 
“Environmental  Report,  Construction 
Permit  Stage,  Shoreham  Nuclear  Power 
Station”  submitted  by  the  Long  Island 
Lighting  Co.,  is  being  placed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  and  in 
the  Comsewogue  Public  Library,  170 
Terryville  Road,  Port  Jefferson,  NY 
11776.  The  report  is  also  being  made 
available  to  the  public  at  the  New  York 
State  Office  of  Planning  Services,  488 
Broadway,  Albany,  NY  12207  and  at  the 
Tri-State  Regional  Planning  Commis¬ 
sion,  100  Church  Street,  New  York,  NY 
10007. 

This  report,  which  is  a  revision  of  the 
environmental  report  dated  June  1, 1970, 
discusses  environmental  considerations 
related  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
the  Shoreham  Nuclear  Power  Station  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  north  shore  of  Long  Island 
in  Suffolk  County.  N.Y. 

Notice  of  the  availability  of  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  original  environmental  report  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  9,  1970  (35  F.R.  8897). 

After  the  report  has  been  analyzed  by 
the  Commission’s  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  or  his  designee,  a  draft  detailed 
statement  of  environmental  considera¬ 
tions  related  to  the  proposed  action  will 
be  prepared.  This  statement  will  super¬ 
sede  the  September  14,  1970,  detailed 
statement  for  which  a  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  18,  1970  (35  F.R. 
14631).  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
detailed  statement,  the  Commission  will, 
among  other  things,  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  the  availability  of  the 
draft  detailed  statement.  The  summary 
notice  will  request  comments  from  in¬ 
terested  persons  on  the  proposed  action 
and  on  the  draft  detailed  statement.  The 


summary  notice  will  also  contain  a  state¬ 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  comments 
of  Federal  agencies  and  State  and  local 
officials  thereon  will  be  available  when 
received. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  7th  day  of 
February  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Roger  S.  Boyd, 

Assistant  Director  for  Boiling 
Water  Reactors,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.72-2105  Filed  2-ll-72;8:47  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  DOARD 

(Docket  No.  23542] 

ATC  BYLAWS  INVESTIGATION 
Notice  of  Postponement  of  Prehearing 
Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
has  been  postponed  from  April  10,  1972, 
to  May  1,  1972,  at  10  a.m„  local  time,  in 
Room  911,  Universal  Building,  1825  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC, 
before  the  undersigned. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
and  other  details,  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  docket  of  this  proceeding 
on  file  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  February  9, 
1972. 

[seal!  Henry  Whitehouse, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

|FR  Doc.72-2166  Filed  2-ll-72;8:63  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC  72-113] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 

Establishment  of  Advisory  Committee 

to  Consider  Federal— State/Local 

Relationships 

February  3,  1972. 

As  proposed  in  its  “Letter  of  Intent,” 
31  FCC  2d  115,  139,  and  in  accordance 
with  section  3(b)  of  Executive  Order 
11007,  27  F.R.  1875  (February  28,  1962), 
and  as  noted  this  day  in  its  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Report  and  Order,  the  Commission 
has  created  a  Cable  Television  Advisory 
Committee  to  deal  with  problems  of  Fed¬ 
eral -State /local  relationships.  Chairman 
Burch  will  head  the  Committee,  and  Mr. 
Sol  Schildhause,  Chief  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Cable  Television  Bureau,  will  be  its 
Vice-Chairman. 

The  role  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
will  include,  but  will  not  necessarily  be 
limited  to,  the  collection  and  analysis 
of  information  pertaining  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  subjects: 
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(a)  Enforcement  of  minimum  proce¬ 
dural  requirements  in  the  local  franchis¬ 
ing  process. 

(b)  Enforcement  of  service  and  tech¬ 
nical  standards. 

(c)  Regional  interconnection  of  cable 
systems. 

(d)  Construction  timetables,  and  equi¬ 
table  development  of  service  areas. 

(e)  Possibility  of  framing  standard¬ 
ized  franchise  terms,  forms,  applications, 
etc. 

(f)  Methods  of  establishing  subscriber 
rates,  access  costs,  leased  channel  rates, 
franchise  fees,  etc. 

(g)  Franchise  applicant  selection 
criteria. 

The  Commission  wishes  to  emphasize 
that,  although  the  Committee  will  be 
advisory  only,  its  recommendations  are 
expected  to  be  most  helpful  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  formulating  its  future  policies 
in  this  most  critical  area. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  membership 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  will  consist 
of,  but  not  be  limited  to,  representatives 
of  State  and  municipal  entities,  the  cable 
television  industry,  and  public-interest 
groups,  and,  of  course,  members  of  the 
Commission  staff. 

Persons  desiring  to  participate  in  the 
work  of  the  Committee  should  so  advise 
the  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
Mr.  Sol  Schildhause,  in  writing,  by 
March  15,  1972. 

Action  by  the  Commission  February  2, 
1972.  Commissioners  Burch  (Chairman), 
Bartley,  Robert  E.  Lee,  Johnson,  Reid, 
and  Wiley. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[sealI  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-1829  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  am] 


[FCC  72-1111 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 

Establishment  of  Advisory  Committee 

To  Consider  Technical  Standards 

February  3,  1972. 

As  proposed  in  its  “Letter  of  Intent,” 
31  FCC  2d  115,  134,  and  in  accordance 
with  section  3(b)  of  Executive  Order 
11007,  27  F.R.  1875  (February  28,  1962) 
and  as  noted  this  day  in  its  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Report  and  Order,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  created  a  Cable  Television 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  to  deal 
with  problems  of  technical  standards. 
Chairman  Burch  will  head  the  Commit¬ 
tee,  and  Mr.  Sol  Schildhause,  Chief  of 
the  Commission’s  Cable  Television  Bu¬ 
reau,  will  be  its  Vice-Chairman. 

The  Commission  expects  that  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  attempt  to  formu¬ 
late  and  propose  technical  standards  for 
carriage  of  cable  originated  programs, 
return  (two-way)  communication,  and 
various  miscellaneous  cable  services  as 
they  develop.  In  related  effort,  the  Com¬ 
mission  expects  shortly  to  request  com¬ 
ments  on  such  matters  as  limitations  on 
permissible  cross-modulation,  ghosting, 
measurement  techniques,  and  carriage  of 
aural  broadcast  signals  (31  FCC  2d  134). 


The  Commission  wishes  to  make  clear 
that,  although  the  Committee  will  be 
advisory  only,  its  recommendations  are 
expected  to  be  most  helpful  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  formulating  its  future  policies 
in  this  area. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  membership 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  will  consist 
of,  but  not  be  limited  to,  representatives 
of  the  cable  television  industry,  the  elec¬ 
tronics  industry,  and  public-interest 
groups  and,  of  course,  members  of  the 
Commission  staff. 

Persons  desiring  to  participate  in  the 
work  of  the  Committee  should  so  advise 
the  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Committee,  in 
writing,  by  March  15,  1972. 

Action  by  the  Commission  February  2, 
1972.  Commissioners  Burch  (Chairman), 
Bartley,  Robert  E.  Lee,  Johnson,  Reid 
and  Wiley. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

f seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.72-1830  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

|  Docket  No.  CS72-643  etc.  ] 

WALTER  S.  GRANT  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  “Small 
Producer”  Certificates  1 

February  3, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder  for  a  “small  pro¬ 
ducer”  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  applications  should  on  or  before 
March  1,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 


1Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all  ap¬ 
plications  in  which  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  Where 
a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket 

No. 

Date 

filed 

Name  of  applicant 

C872-643... 

1-24-72 

Walter  S.  Grant,  432  College 
Lane,  Shreveport,  LA  71106. 

CS72-644... 

1-24-72 

Wayne  L.  Brown,  1111  Vickers 
Tower,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

CS72-645... 

1-26-72 

National  Petroleum  Corp.,  Post 
Office  Box  29228,  Columbus, 
OH  43229. 

CS72-646... 

1-27-72 

Vermilion  Bay  Land  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  51643,  Oil  Center 
Station.  Lafayette,  LA  70501. 

CS72-647. 

1-27-72 

Franklin  E.  Bemsen,  2800 

Fourth  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74119. 

0  872  648.. . 

1-27-72 

Jessie  E.  Coller,  Trustee,  U/W 
Frederick  A.  Coller  Trust. 

2800  Fourth  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74119. 

C 872 -649... 

1-20-72 

Serendipity  Gas  Co.,  2920 
Republic  Bank  Tower,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75201. 

|FR  Doc.72-2060  Filed  2-11-72:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-467] 

KILROY  PROPERTIES  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  7,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28,  1972, 
Kilroy  Properties  Inc.  (applicant),  1908 
First  City  National  Bank  Building, 
Houston,  Tex.  77002,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI72-467  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(United)  from  the  Bayou  Penchant  Field, 
Terrebonne  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  United  on  Jan¬ 
uary  20,  1972,  within  the  contemplation 
of  §  157.29  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and 
that  it  proposes  to  continue  said  sale  for 
1  year  commencing  March  20,  1972, 
within  the  contemplation  of  5  2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Policy  and  Inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.70)  at  the  rate  of 
35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a.  The  es¬ 
timated  daily  sales  volumes  are  1,500  to 
2,000  Mcf  of  gas. 
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NOTICES 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  6, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  heading  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2101  Filed  2-ll-72;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP68-173] 

SYLVANIA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

February  7, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  31,  1972, 
The  Sylvania  Corp.  (petitioner),  308 
Seneca  Street,  Oil  City,  PA  16301,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP68-173,  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  in  said  docket  (39  FPC  889)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  by  authorizing  a  change  in  its  resale 
rate,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  was  granted  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  in  sub¬ 
ject  docket  on  the  condition  that  its 
resale  rate  should  not  be  more  than  32 
cents  per  Mcf.  Applicant  requests  that 
the  original  certificate  be  amended  to 
allow  it  to  charge  a  resale  rate  equal  to 
the  allowable  cost  of  purchased  gas  plus 
a  gathering  and  transportation  allow¬ 
ance  of  2  cents  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  saia 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
February  29,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 


Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2102  Filed  2-ll-72;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CI72-489 ] 

EXCHANGE  OIL  &  GAS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  4,  1972, 
Exchange  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.  (applicant), 
1010  Common  Street,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70112,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI72-489  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
from  the  Melodia  Field,  Lafourche 
Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  sale  of  gas  on  or  about  February  1, 
1972,  within  the  contemplation  of  §  157.29 
of  the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and  that  it  proposes 
to  continue  said  sale  until  December  31, 
1972,  within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.70 
of  the  Commission’s  general  policy  and 
interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70)  at  the  rate 
of  35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a.  The 
estimated  monthly  sales  volume  is  54,060 
Mcf  of  gas. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  February  22,  1972, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 


to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2207  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-482 ] 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10,  1972, 

Take  notice  that  on  February  2,  1972, 
Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (applicant).  Post  Office 
Box  1774,  Houston,  TX  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI72-482  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.  from  the  Melodia 
Field,  Lafourche  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
commence  the  subject  sale  within  the 
contemplation  of  §  157.29  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  ( 18  CFR 
157.29)  and  that  it  proposes  to  continue 
said  sale  within  the  contemplation  of 
§  2.70  of  the  Commission’s  general  policy 
and  interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70)  at  the 
rate  of  35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a. 
Applicant  proposes  to  sell  up  to  35,000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  until  December  31, 
1972,  or  until  applicant  cancels  the  re¬ 
lated  contract  after  6  months  of  deliv¬ 
eries,  whichever  occurs  first 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  February  22,  1972, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
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with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate: 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  pot  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2208  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 


I  Docket  No.  CP72-197] 

PECOS  GROWERS  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  3,  1972, 
Pecos  Growers  Gas  Co.  (applicant),  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower  Building,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75201,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-197  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
Nautral  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  (Natural)  in  Ward  County,  Tex.,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  subject  sale  to  Natural  on  January  7, 
1972,  within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.68 
of  the  Commission’s  general  policy  and 
interpretations  (18  CFR  2.68)  and  that 
it  proposes  to  continue  said  sale  for  1 
year  from  the  termination  of  the  60-day 
emergency  period  within  the  contempla¬ 
tion  §  2.70  of  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  policy  and  interpretations  (18  CFR 
2.70).  Applicant  proposes  to  sell  up  to 
25,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  at  the  rate  of 
35  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.,  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjust¬ 
ment. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 


NOTICES 

with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  February  22,  1972,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2210  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-40O] 

PENNZOIL  PRODUCING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10, 1972. 

-  Take  notice  that  on  February  4,  1972, 
Pennzoil  Producing  Co.  (applicant),  900 
Southwest  Tower,  Houston,  Tex.  77002, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI72-490  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  from  the  East 
Gibson  Area,  Terrebonne  Parish,  La.,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
w  hich  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  on  January  26,  1972, 
within  the  contemplation  of  5  157.29  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and  that  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  continue  said  sale  for  1  year 
from  March  26,  1972,  within  the  con¬ 
templation  of  5  2.70  of  the  Commission’s 
general  policy  and  interpretations  (18 
CFR  2.70).  Applicant  proposes  to  sell 
approximately  210,000  Mcf  of  gas  per 
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month  at  35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025 
PjbJLa. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  February  22,  1972,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2211  FUed  2-ll-72;8:53  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-491] 

PENNZOIL  PRODUCING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  4,  1972, 
Pennzoil  Producing  Co.  (applicant),  900 
Southwest  Tower,  Houston,  Tex.  77002, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI72-491  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  sale  for  resale  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Co.  from  the  Walker  Creek  Field, 
Columbia  County,  Ark.,  and  delivery  of 
said  gas  to  Beacon  Gasoline  Co.  for 
transportation  and  delivery  to  the  pur¬ 
chaser  in  Webster  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  on  January  25, 
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1972,  within  the  contemplation  of 
§  157.29  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and 
that  it  proposes  to  continue  said  sale  for 
1  year  from  March  25,  1972,  within  the 
contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  general  policy  and  interpretations 
(18  CFR  2.70) .  Applicant  proposes  to  sell 
approximately  31,000  Mcf  of  gas  per 
month  at  35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025 
p.s.i.a. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  February  22,  1972,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  to  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-2212  Piled  2-ll-72;8:53  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-480] 

ROBERT  MOSBACHER  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  1,  1972, 
Robert  Mosbacher,  et  al.  (applicants), 
21st  Floor,  Capital  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Houston,  Tex.  77002,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CI72-480  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 


commerce  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
line  Corp.  from  the  Melodia  Field,  La¬ 
fourche  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicants  propose  to  sell  up  to  35,000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  within  the  contem¬ 
plation  of  §  2.70  of  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  policy  and  interpretations  (18  CFR 
2.70)  at  the  rate  of  35  cents  per  Mcf 
until  December  31, 1972. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  February  22,  1972,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  if  no  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2209  Filed  2-11-72; 8: 52  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-198 1 

UGI  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  10,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  4,  1972, 
UGI  Corp.  (applicant),  1401  Arch  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19105,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP72-198  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  15  truck- 
loads,  approximately  135,000  gallons,  of 
liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  from  Boston, 
Mass.,  to  Temple,  Pa.,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  completing 
an  LNG  storage  facility  near  Temple  and 


that  the  LNG  for  coolant  and  testing  will 
not  be  available  from  Distrigas  Corp.  as 
required  on  February  7,  1972.  In  order  to 
assure  that  no  moisture  collects  in  the  in¬ 
sulation  in  the  storage  facility  and  to 
begin  initial  testing  applicant  has  con¬ 
tracted  to  purchase  and  proposes  to 
transport  from  Boston  Gas  Co.,  Boston, 
Mass.,  15  truckloads  of  LNG. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  February  22,  1972,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[ FR  Doc.72-2213  Filed  2-11-72:8:53  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY 
Notice  of  Public  Conference 

February  10,  1972. 

Please  take  notice  that  on  February  22, 
1972,  at  2  p.m.,  a  Public  Conference  will 
be  held  in  the  auditorium  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  Building,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC,  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  comments  by  interested 
members  of  the  public  regarding  the  Na¬ 
tional  Gas  Survey. 

Any  person  desiring  to  participate  in 
such  Conference  should  file  with  the 
Commission’s  Secretary,  on  or  before 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  30— SATURDAY,  FEBRUARY  12,  1972 


NOTICES 


3209 


February  18,  1972,  a  notice  of  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  do  so,  in  order  that  a  schedule 
of  presentations  can  be  made.  Such  no¬ 
tice  should  include  the  full  name  of  such 
individual,  his  address  and  the  organiza¬ 
tion  or  group  he  represents,  if  any.  Each 
organization  or  group  should  have  one 
speaking  representative  at  the  Confer¬ 
ence. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-2268  Piled  2-11-72:8:53  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANK  SECURITIES  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Bank  Securities,  Inc.,  Alamogordo, 
N.  Mex.,  a  bank  holding  company  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire 
60  percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares 
of  First  National  Bank  of  Portales,  Por- 
tales,  N.  Mex.  (Bank) . 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  has 
been  given  in  accordance  with  section 
3(b)  of  the  Act,  and  the  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired.  The 
Board  has  considered  the  application 
and  all  comments  received  in  the  light 
of  the  factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c))  and  finds 
that: 

Applicant,  third  largest  of  four  multi¬ 
bank  holding  companies  in  New  Mexico, 
has  six  subsidiary  banks  controlling 
$91.2  million  in  deposits  representing  5.4 
percent  of  total  deposits  held  by  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  the  State.  (All  banking 
data  are  as  of  June  30,  1971,  and  reflect 
holding  company  formations  and  acqui¬ 
sitions  approved  through  November  30, 
1971.)  Upon  acquisition  of  Bank  ($12.8 
million  deposits)  applicant’s  share  of  de¬ 
posits  in  the  State  would  increase  by  ap¬ 
proximately  0.8  percentage  points,  and 
its  present  ranking  would  remain  un¬ 
changed.  Bank,  the  third  largest  of  five 
banks  in  the  Roosevelt-Curry  County 
area,  which  approximates  its  banking 
market,  operates  two  banking  offices  in 
Portales,  N.  Mex.,  and  controls  approxi¬ 
mately  14  percent  of  commercial  bank 
deposits  in  the  market. 

Applicant’s  acquisition  of  Bank  would 
constitute  its  initial  entry  into  the  area, 
and  its  subsidiary  banking  office'  closest 
to  Bank  is  located  approximately  125 
miles  northwest  of  Bank.  No  competi¬ 
tion  exists  between  Bank  and  any  of  ap¬ 
plicant’s  subsidiary  banks,  nor  does  it 
appear  likely  that  such  competition  will 
develop  in  the  future  in  light  of  the  dis¬ 
tances  separating  Bank  from  applicant’s 
subsidiaries.  Bank’s  relatively  small  size, 
and  the  State’s  restrictive  branching 
laws.  Consummation  of  this  proposal 
would  neither  eliminate  any  meaningful 
existing  competition  nor  foreclose  sig¬ 
nificant  potential  competition. 

Although  it  does  not  appear  that  any 
needs  of  the  banking  public  in  Bank’s 
market  are  going  unserved,  applicant 


proposes  to  provide  additional  special¬ 
ized  services  such  as  business  and  in¬ 
vestment  counseling  and  a  convenient 
source  of  capital  to  permit  the  servicing 
of  larger  loans.  The  extension  of  these 
services  should  afford  some  benefit  to  the 
public.  The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  appli¬ 
cant,  its  subsidiaries  and  Bank  are 
generally  satisfactory  and  consistent 
with  approval.  In  addition,  applicant’s 
intention  to  modify  its  present  manage¬ 
ment  fee  ]X)licy  as  concerns  its  subsidi¬ 
ary  banks  should  have  a  beneficial  effect 
on  the  prospects  of  these  banks  and  the 
interests  of  their  minority  shareholders. 

Additional  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  form  of  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posal.  The  Board  has  on  a  number  of 
occasions  expressed  the  view  that  fail¬ 
ure  to  make  an  equivalent  offer  to  mi¬ 
nority  shareholders  is  considered  as  an 
adverse  circumstance  (e.g.,  1971  Bulle¬ 
tin  415  and  688).  Applicant  plans  to 
purchase  for  cash  60  percent  of  Bank’s 
shares  from  four  individuals,  who  are 
principals  of  applicant,  pursuant  to  an 
option  agreement  executed  with  these 
individuals  in  December  1970.  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  offer  an  exchange  of 
shares  to  all  minority  shareholders  of 
Bank  at  an  exchange  ratio  based  upon 
applicant’s  estimated  present  valuation 
of  its  shares  rather  than  at  a  ratio  based 
upon  the  actual  market  price  of  appli¬ 
cant’s  stock  at  the  time  of  the  exchange. 

The  Board  wishes  to  note  the  difficul¬ 
ty,  even  after  extensive  market  investi¬ 
gation,  in  determining  a  true  market 
value  of  closely  held,  thinly  traded  bank 
holding  company  shares,  for  the  purpose 
of  evaluating  the  equivalence  of  a 
combination  cash-exchange  offer  trans¬ 
action  of  the  type  proposed  by  applicant. 
In  view  of  this  difficulty,  there  exists  the 
possibility  that  an  exchange  offer  which 
is  not  identical  to  the  terms  agreed  to 
with  holders  of  a  majority  of  the  shares 
may  serve  certain  private  interests  to 
the  undue  disadvantage  of  minority 
shareholders.  Therefore,  the  Board  be¬ 
lieves  that  where  it  is  proposed  that  all 
shareholders  of  bank  shares  are  not  to 
be  treated  identically,  the  burden  rests 
upon  the  proponents  to  demonstrate  the 
substantial  equivalence  of  the  offers  ex¬ 
tended.  Upon  a  review  of  the  material 
supplied  in  support  of  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posal,  and  upon  analysis  of  the  current 
value  of  its  shares  and  the  future  pros¬ 
pects  and  conditions  in  applicant’s 
market,  the  Board  concludes  that  the 
proposed  offer  to  minority  shareholders 
is  substantially  equivalent  to  that  given 
the  Bank’s  original  majority  share¬ 
holders.  Accordingly,  the  Board  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  proposed  transaction  is 
in  the  public  interest  and  should  be 
approved, 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  approved  for  the  reasons 
summarized  above.1  The  transaction 


1  Dissenting  Statement  of  Governor  Rob¬ 
ertson  was  filed  as  part  of  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20661,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 


shall  not  be  consummated  (a)  before 
the  30th  calendar  day  following  the  date 
of  this  order  or  (b)  later  than  3  months 
after  the  date  of  this  order,  unless  such 
period  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board,  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Dallas  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
February  7,  1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.72-2106  Filed  2-11-72:8:46  am] 


CAPITAL  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Capital  National  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex., 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UJS.C.  1842 
(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  25  percent  of  the  vot¬ 
ing  shares  of  Northwest  National  Bank, 
Houston,  Tex.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  March  7,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  February  7,  1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.72-2107  Filed  2-ll-72;8:46  am] 


FIRST  BANC  GROUP  OF  OHIO,  INC. 
Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  Banc  Group  of  Ohio,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  a  bank  holding  company  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  di¬ 
rectors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the  suc¬ 
cessor  by  merger  to  Clermont  National 
Bank,  Milford,  Ohio  (Bank).  The  bank 
into  which  Bank  is  to  be  merged  has  no 
significance  except  as  a  means  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  acquisition  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Bank.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  shares  of  the  successor 
organization  is  treated  herein  as  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  of  the  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  has 
been  given  in  accordance  with  section  3 
(b)  of  the  Act,  and  the  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired.  The 
Board  has  considered  the  application  and 
all  comments  received  in  the  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 


1 Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  MltcheU,  Daane.  Malsel,  Brim¬ 
mer,  and  Sheehan.  Voting  against  this  ac¬ 
tion:  Governor  Robertson. 
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Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c))  and  finds  that: 

Applicant  controls  nine  banks  with 
deposits  of  $715.5  million,  representing 
3.2  percent  of  total  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  the  State,  and  is  the  seventh 
largest  banking  organization  in  Ohio.  (All 
banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1971, 
and  reflect  holding  company  formations 
and  acquisitions  approved  through  No¬ 
vember  30,  1971.  i1  Acquisition  of  Bank 
(deposits  of  $48.9  million)  would  in¬ 
crease  applicant’s  share  of  deposits  in 
the  State  by  approximately  0.2  percent¬ 
age  points,  and  its  present  ranking  would 
remain  unchanged.  Consummation  of  the 
proposed  transaction  would  not  result  in 
a  substantial  increase  in  the  concentra¬ 
tion  of  banking  resources  in  the  State. 

Bank's  main  office  and  two  of  its  eight 
branch  offices  are  located  in  Milford, 
Ohio,  16  miles  east  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
It  is  the  seventh  largest  of  39  banks  in 
the  Cincinnati  market  and  controls  1.9 
percent  of  market  deposits.  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  closest  to  Bank  is  located  in 
a  separate  market  approximately  19 
miles  northwest  of  Bank.  Although 
some  competition  exists  between  bank 
and  applicant’s  closest  subsidiary,  the 
amount  of  competition  is  not  considered 
substantial.  Thus,  consummation  of  the 
proposed  acquisition  would  not  have  a 
significantly  adverse  effect  on  existing 
competition. 

The  amount  of  potential  competition 
which  may  be  foreclosed  by  the  proposed 
acquisition  is  regarded  as  insubstantial 
in  view  of  the  structure  of  the  Cincin¬ 
nati  banking  market,  Bank’s  size,  and 
Ohio’s  restrictive  branch  banking  laws. 
The  proposal  represents  applicant’s 
initial  entry  into  the  Cincinnati  market, 
a  market  in  which  the  top  four  banking 
organizations  control  over  80  percent  of 
banking  deposits,  and  consummation  of 
the  proposal  may  serve  to  stimulate 
competition  in  this  area. 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  concludes  that  consummation  of 
the  proposed  transaction  would  not  re¬ 
sult  in  a  monopoly,  nor  be  in  furtherance 
of  any  combination,  conspiracy  or  at¬ 
tempt  to  monopolize  the  business  of 
banking  in  any  part  of  the  United  States, 
and  would  not  restrain  trade,  substan¬ 
tially  lessen  competition,  or  tend  to  cre¬ 
ate  a  monopoly  in  any  section  of  the 
country. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  appli¬ 
cant,  its  subsidiary  banks  and  Bank  are 
regarded  as  satisfactory  and  consistent 
with  approval.  Although  there  is  no  evi¬ 
dence  that  significant  banking  needs  of 
the  communities  involved  are  going  un¬ 
served,  applicant  proposes  to  expand 
mortgage,  educational,  consumer  and  in¬ 
dustrial  loans  services  and  provide  trust 
facilities  through  its  lead  bank.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  considerations  relating  to  conven¬ 
ience  and  needs  of  the  community  lend 
some  weight  toward  approval.  It  is  the 
Board's  judgment  that  the  proposed 


1  On  January  25,  1972,  Applicant  received 
approval  from  the  Board  to  acquire  The  Ash¬ 
land  Bank  and  Savings  Company,  Ashland, 
Ohio  (deposits  of  $12.8  million). 


transaction  would  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  that  the  application  should  be 
approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall 
not  be  consummated  (a)  before  the  30th 
calendar  day  following  the  date  of  this 
order  or  (b)  later  than  3  months  after 
the  date  of  this  order,  unless  such  period 
is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board, 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleve¬ 
land  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,2 
February  7,  1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.72-2108  Filed  2-ll-72;8:46  am] 


FIRST  NATIONAL  BANKSHARES  OF 
FLORIDA,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

First  National  Bankshares  of  Florida, 
Inc.,  Pompano  Beach,  Fla.,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section  3 

(a) (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  of  formation 
of  a  bank  holding  company  through  ac¬ 
quisition  of  90  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  First  National  Bank  of 
Pompano  Beach,  Pompano  Beach;  First 
National  Bank  of  North  Broward  County, 
Lighthouse  Point;  First  National  Bank 
of  Margate,  Margate,  and  Beach  First 
National  Bank  of  Pompano  Beach,  Pom¬ 
pano  Beach,  all  in  the  State  of  Florida. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  has 
been  given  in  accordance  with  section  3 

(b)  of  the  Act,  and  the  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired.  The 
Board  has  considered  the  application  and 
all  comments  received  in  the  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c))  and  finds  that: 

Applicant  was  formed  for  the  purpose 
of  acquiring  the  four  proposed  subsidiary 
banks,  all  of  which  are  affiliated  through 
common  stock  ownership.  Upon  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  Pompano  Beach  Bank  (deposits 
of  $72.5  million),  North  Broward  Bank 
(deposits  of  $31.6  million) ,  Margate  Bank 
(deposits  of  $19  million) ,  and  Beach  First 
Bank  (deposits  of  $8.2  million) ,  applicant 
would  become  the  largest  banking  organ¬ 
ization  (deposits  of  $131.3  million)  within 
the  relevant  market,  which  is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  the  northern  one-third  of 
Broward  County  and  Boca  Raton  in  Palm 
Beach  County.1  Although  applicant 
would  have  32.6  percent  of  the  commer¬ 
cial  bank  deposits  in  its  market  area, 
there  would  be  no  increase  in  market 
concentration  and  less  than  1  percent  of 
the  total  commercial  bank  deposits  in 
Florida  would  be  held  by  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  subsidiary  banks,  thereby  making 


2  Voting  for  this  action :  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Daane.  Brimmer, 
and  Sheehan.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gover¬ 
nors  Mitchell  and  Malsel. 

1  Banking  data  are  as  of  June  30.  1971,  and 
reflect  holding  company  formations  and  ac¬ 
quisitions  approved  through  Dec.  31,  1971. 


applicant  the  18th  largest  of  23  holding 
companies  in  the  State. 

The  stockholders  of  Pompano  Beach 
Bank  organized  de  novo  North  Broward 
Bank,  Margate  Bank,  and  Beach  First 
Bank.  Pompano  Beach  Bank’s  stock¬ 
holders  own  between  65  and  90  percent 
of  the  three  affiliated  banks  and  have 
been  instrumental  in  the  management 
of  such  banks.  Since  the  affiliation  among 
the  four  banks  appears  to  be  strong  and 
is  unlikely  to  diminish,  there  is  no  mean¬ 
ingful  existing  competition.  It  appears 
unlikely  that  competition  among  the 
banks  will  develop  in  the  future  or  that 
competing  banks  would  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  holding  company  forma¬ 
tion. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  of  applicant  and  the  proposed 
subsidiarier  are  satisfactory  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval.  It  appears  that 
consummation  of  the  proposal  would  not 
have  any  immediate  effects  on  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community, 
although  the  improvement  and  expan¬ 
sion  of  services  may  be  facilitated  by  the 
operational  structure  of  a  holding  com¬ 
pany.  Considerations  related  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  communities 
to  be  served  are,  therefore,  consistent 
with  approval.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  proposed  transaction 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
the  application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  consummated  (a)  before  the  30th 
calendar  day  following  the  date  of  this 
order  or  (b)  later  than  3  months  after 
the  date  of  this  order,  unless  such  pe¬ 
riod  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board,  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Atlanta  pursuant  to  delegated  au¬ 
thority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
February  7,  1972. 

I  seal!  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.72-2109  Filed  2-11-72:8:46  ami 


FIRST  TULSA  BANCORPORATION,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Acquisition  of 
Hall  Investment  Company 

First  Tulsa  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  a  bank  holding  company 
registered  under  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956,  as  amended,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act  and  §  225.4 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  to 
acquire  all  of  the  voting  shares  of  Hall 
Investment  Company  (Company),  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Notice  of  the  application  afford¬ 
ing  opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  was  duly 
published  (36  F.R.  21849).  Time  for  fil¬ 
ing  comments  and  views  has  expired  and 
none  have  been  received. 


2  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Daane,  Brimmer, 
and  Sheehan.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gov¬ 
ernors  Mitchell  and  Malsel. 
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The  operation  of  a  mortgage  company 
by  a  bank  holding  company  is  an  ac¬ 
tivity  that  the  Board  has  determined  to 
be  closely  related  to  banking  (12  CFR 
225.4(a)(1)).  A  bank  holding  company 
may  acquire  a  company  engaged  in  this 
activity  so  long  as  the  proposed  acqui¬ 
sition  is  consistent  with  the  relevant  fac¬ 
tors  specified  in  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Act. 

Applicant  owns  the  First  National 
Bank  and  Trust  Company  of  Tulsa 
(Bank),  the  third  largest  banking  or¬ 
ganization  in  Oklahoma.  Bank’s  total 
deposits  of  $407.7  million  (deposit  data 
are  for  June,  1971)  represent  7  percent 
of  all  commercial  bank  deposits  in  the 
State,  and  31.5  percent  of  those  within 
Tulsa  County.  Within  Tulsa  County, 
Bank  is  engaged  in  extending  credit 
secured  by  real  property  through  (1) 
permanent  mortgage  loans  on  one-four 
family  residential  properties,  (2)  per¬ 
manent  mortgage  loans  on  income  pro¬ 
ducing  properties,  and  (3)  construction 
loans. 

Company,  the  second  largest  mort¬ 
gage  company  in  Tulsa  County  and  the 
227th  largest  mortgage  company  in  the 
Nation,  specializes  in  the  origination  and 
servicing  of  single-family  mortgage 
loans.  As  of  June  1971,  Company  had  a 
mortgage  servicing  portfolio  of  $80.2 
million.  In  addition  to  its  office  in  Tulsa, 
Company  has  recently  opened  an  office 
in  Oklahoma  City. 

Bank  and  Company  are  both  engaged 
in  the  making  of  permanent  one-four 
family  residential  mortgages  in  Tulsa 
County.  In  1970,  Bank  originated  $4.5 
million  of  such  mortgages,  and  Com¬ 
pany  originated  $7.9  million  of  such 
mortgages.  It  is  estimated  that  Bank’s 
share  of  the  permanent  one-four  family 
residential  mortgage  market  in  Tulsa 
County  was  4.3  percent  in  1970,  whereas 
Company’s  share  was  7.5  percent.  Con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposed  acquisition 
would  increase  applicant’s  share  of  that 
market  to  nearly  12  percent  and  would 
eliminate  a  significant  competitive  al¬ 
ternative  in  that  market.  Furthermore, 
consummation  of  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  would  foreclose  the  potential  devel¬ 
opment  of  further  competition  between 
Bank  and  Company. 

Applicant  contends  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  acquisition  would 
enable  it  to  provide  additional  funds  for 
the  development  of  low  and  moderate 
income  housing  in  Tulsa  and  would  pro¬ 
duce  gains  in  efficiency.  The  basis  for 
such  contention  is  not  clearly  evidenced 
in  the  record  but,  in  any  case,  the  Board 
concludes  that  even  if  such  public  bene¬ 
fits  were  to  result,  this  would  not  out¬ 
weigh  the  adverse  effects  indicated 
above. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record, 
the  Board  has  concluded  that  the  public 
interest  factors  the  Board  is  required 
to  consider  under  section  4(c)  (8)  are  not 
favorable  to  the  requested  determina¬ 
tion  and  do  not  outweigh  possible  ad¬ 
verse  effects.  Accordingly,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  hereby  denied. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, a 
February  7, 1972. 

[sealI  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[FR  Doc.72-2110  Filed  2-11-72:8:46  ami 


MIDLANTIC  BANKS  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Midlantic  Banks  Inc.,  Newark,  N.J., 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  (less  di¬ 
rectors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Madison  National  Bank,  Madi¬ 
son,  N.J.  (Madison  Bank). 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application 
has  been  given  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  3(b)  of  the  Act,  and  the  time  for 
filing  comments  and  views  has  expired. 
The  Board  has  considered  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  all  comments  received  in  light 
of  the  factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  the  Board’s  statement 1  of  this 
date,  with  the  provision  that  applicant 
merge  Madison  Bank  into  one  of  its 
subsidiaries  within  2  years  of  the  ap¬ 
proval  date  of  this  application.  The 
transaction  shall  not  be  consummated 
(a)  before  the  30th  calendar  day  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  of  this  order  or  (b)  later 
than  3  months  after  the  date  of  this 
order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,1 
February  7, 1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.72-2111  Filed  2-11-72:8:46  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
Temporary  Reg.  D-32) 

POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Postmaster  General  to 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Malsel,  Brimmer, 
and  Sheehan.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gov¬ 
ernors  Mitchell  and  Daane. 

1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  New  York.  Dissenting  state¬ 
ment  of  Governor  Robertson  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document  and  available  upon 
request. 

•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Daane,  Malsel, 
Brimmer,  and  Sheehan.  Voting  against  this 
action:  Governor  Robertson. 


appoint  uniformed  guards  of  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  as  special  policemen  to 
serve  in  the  buildings  listed  in  paragraph 
3a,  below,  to  assist  in  controlling  viola¬ 
tion  of  law  and  regulations  in  these 
buildings. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949  (63  Stat.  377),  as  amended,  and  the 
Act  of  June  1,  1948  (62  Stat.  281),  as 
amended,  authority  is  hereby  delegated 
to  the  Postmaster  General  to  appoint 
uniformed  guards  as  special  policemen, 
to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  to  annex  to  such  rules  and 
regulations  such  reasonable  penalties, 
not  to  exceed  those  prescribed  in  40 
U.S.C.  318c.,  as  will  insure  their  enforce¬ 
ment  for  the  protection  of  the  following 
buildings  over  which  the  United  States 
has  exclusive  criminal  jurisdiction: 

PO,  CtHs.  Newark,  NJ. 

FB,  CtHs,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA. 

FB,  CtHs,  Lexington,  KY. 

FB,  CtHs,  Evansville,  IN. 

FB,  PO,  New  Orleans,'  LA. 

PO,  CtHs,  Laredo,  TX. 

FB,  PO,  Denver,  CO. 

PO.  Wilmington,  DE. 

New  PO,  Washington,  DC. 

PO,  CtHs,  Terre  Haute,  IN. 

FB.  CtHs,  Lafayette,  LA. 

PO,  CtHs,  Dallas,  TX. 

PO,  CtHs,  San  Antonio,  TX. 

FB,  390  Main,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

b.  The  Postmaster  General  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  limitations  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  above  cited  Acts,  and 
the  policies,  procedures,  and  controls 
prescribed  by  the  General  Services 
Administration. 

Rod  Kreger, 

Acting  Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

February  7,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-2163  Filed  2-11-72:8:47  am] 


[Federal  Property  Management  Regs. 

Temporary  Reg.  D-33] 

SECRETARY  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  to  perform  all  functions  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  leasing  of  certain  prop¬ 
erty  at  the  University  of  Connecticut 
Extension  Facility,  Groton,  Conn.,  for 
use  by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  as  a  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Laboratory. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  377),  as  amended, 
authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Transportation  to  perform  all 
functions  in  connection  with  leasing  ap¬ 
proximately  50,000  square  feet  of  space 
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In  Building  23  and  several  smaller  facili¬ 
ties  located  on  the  University  of  Con¬ 
necticut  Extension  Facility,  Groton, 
Conn.,  for  a  term  of  5  years. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
may  redelegate  this  authority  to  any 
officer,  official,  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  limitations  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Act,  and  the  policies, 
procedures,  and  controls  prescribed  by 
the  General  Services  Administration. 

Rod  Kreger, 

Acting  Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

February  7, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-2164  Filed  2-1 1-72; 8: 47  am) 

INTERAGENCY  TEXTILE 
ADMINISTRATIVE  COMMITTEE 

CERTAIN  COTTON  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS 

PRODUCED  OR  MANUFACTURED  IN 
THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  from  Warehouse 
for  Consumption 

February  8,  1972. 

The  United  States  Government  under¬ 
stands  that  the  level  of  restraint  appli¬ 
cable  to  cotton  textile  products  in  Cate¬ 
gory  39,  produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  that  may  be  entered 
or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption  for  the  9-month  period  begin¬ 
ning  January  1,  1972,  has  been  ex¬ 
hausted,  and  consequently  cotton  textile 
products  in  this  category  are  being  de¬ 
nied  entry.  In  order  to  provide  the  U.S. 
Government  with  the  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  ascertain  the  volume  of  such  cot¬ 
ton  textile  products  in  the  subject  cate¬ 
gory,  all  persons  whose  goods  have  been 
so  denied  entry  and  are  held  in  the 
United  States  either  in  a  bonded  ware¬ 
house,  or  general  order  warehouse,  or  a 
foreign-trade  zone,  should  report  within 
10  days  from  the  publication  date  of  this 
notice  by  registered  mail  to  Mr.  Stanley 
Nehmer,  Chairman,  Interagency  Textile 
Administrative  Committee,  Room  3834, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20230.  Reports  should  include 
the  following:  Complete  description  of 
the  goods,  date  of  exportation  from  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  date  of  arrival  in  the 
United  States,  quantities  involved,  loca¬ 
tion  of  goods  including  U.S.  customs 
port,  and  warehouse  entry  number,  gen¬ 
eral  order  lot  number,  or  foreign-trade 
zone  number  and  lot  number  assigned. 

Stanley  Nehmer, 
Chairman,  Interagency  Textile 
Administrative  Committee, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Resources. 

[FR  Doc.72-2157  Filed  2-ll-72;8:62  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  JOINT  COMMIS¬ 
SION-UNITED  STATES  AND 
CANADA 

AMERICAN  FALLS  AT  NIAGARA 

Preservation  and  Enhancement;  Notice 
of  Public  Hearing 

The  International  Joint  Commission 
announces  that  it  will  conduct  a  Public 
Hearing  at  9; 30  a.m.,  March  24,  1972,  in 
the  Council  Chambers,  City  Hall,  Ni¬ 
agara  Falls,  N.Y.,  as  part  of  its  investiga¬ 
tion  on  the  Preservation  and  Enhance¬ 
ment  of  the  American  Falls  at  Niagara. 

The  recent  interim  report  submitted  to 
the  Commission  outlined  alternative 
measures  to  preserve  and  enhance  the 
beauty  of  the  American  Falls.  They  in¬ 
cluded  stabilization  in  varying  degrees  of 
the  flanks  and  crest,  increasing  the  flows 
during  selected  hours,  raising  the  Maid- 
of-the-Mist  Pool  by  downstream  control 
works,  removing  varying  amounts  of 
talus  and  also  a  safety  warning  system. 
Before  directing  the  Board  to  proceed 
with  refined  studies  of  specific  measures 
the  Commission  wishes  to  have  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  public  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  alternatives. 

The  purpose  of  this  hearing  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  such  comments  from  interested 
persons  and  groups,  public  or  private,  on 
the  alternative  measures.  Copies  of  the 
interim  report  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Commission’s  secretaries  in  Ottawa 
or  Washington. 

Depending  upon  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  be  heard,  the  Commission 
may  limit  the  time  allotted  to  each  wit¬ 
ness.  While  not  mandatory,  written  state¬ 
ments  are  desirable  to  supplement  oral 
testimony  and  to  insure  accuracy  of  the 
record.  When  a  written  statement  is  pre¬ 
sented,  thirty  (30)  copies  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  Commission  purposes.  Addi¬ 
tional  copies  of  written  statements  may 
be  deposited  with  the  secretaries  at  the 
hearing  for  distribution  to  the  news 
media  and  others  interested. 

W.  A.  Bullard, 

Secretary,  United  States  Section, 
International  Joint  Commission. 

February  10,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-2155  Filed  2-ll-72;8:52  am] 

OFFICE  OF  EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

MISSISSIPPI 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major 
Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Mississippi,  dated  January  19,  1972, 
and  published  January  25,  1972  (37  F.R. 
1140)  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  counties  among  those  counties 
determined  to  have  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 


major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  January  19,  1972. 

The  counties  of: 

Copiah.  Walthall. 

Dated:  February  7, 1972. 

G.  A.  Lincoln, 

Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness , 
[FR  Doc.72-2145  Filed  2-ll-72;8:51  am] 


PRICE  COMMISSION 

[Order  No.  2] 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Delegation  of  Authority  Concerning 

Stabilization  of  Prices  and  Rents 

In  view  of  the  changes  made  in  the 
Economic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970,  as 
amended  (hereinafter  the  “Act”),  by  the 
enactment  of  the  Economic  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  Act  Amendments  of  1971,  the  Price 
Commission  has  determined  that  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  reaffirm  and 
clarify  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  sta¬ 
bilization  of  prices  and  rents.  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  by  the  Cost  of 
Living  Council  by  Order  No.  7,  it  is  hereby 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  contained  in 
Price  Commission  Order  No.  1  (36  F.R. 
21798)  is  hereby  reaffirmed  and 
continued. 

2.  In  addition  to  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  by  Order  No.  1  and  continued  by 
this  order,  there  is  hereby  delegated  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  au¬ 
thority  to  sign  and  issue  subpenas  for  the 
attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  relevant  books, 
papers,  and  other  documents,  and  to  ad¬ 
minister  oaths,  all  in  accordance  with 
section  206  of  the  Act,  for  any  purpose 
related  to  the  Act. 

3.  This  order  shall  be  effective  as  of 
December  22,  1971. 

C.  Jackson  Grayson,  Jr., 
Chairman,  Price  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.72-2154  Filed  2-11-72:8:52  am] 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[  AA1921-92] 

ELEMENTAL  SULPHUR  FROM  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 

Having  received  advice  from  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  on  February  4,  1972, 
that  elemental  sulphur  from  Mexico  is 
being,  or  is  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value,  the  U.S. 
Tariff  Commission  has  instituted  an 
investigation  under  section  201(a)  of  the 
Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160(a)),  to  determine  whether 
an  industry  in  the  United  States  is  being 
or  is  likely  to  be  injured,  or  is  prevented 
from  being  established,  by  reason  of 
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the  importation  of  such  merchandise 
into  the  United  States. 

Hearing.  A  public  hearing  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  investigation  will  be  held  in 
the  Tariff  Commission’s  Hearing  Room, 
Tariff  Commission  Building,  Eighth  and 
E  Streets  NW„  Washington,  DC,  begin¬ 
ning  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  March  28,  1972. 
All  parties  will  be  given  opportunity  to 
be  present,  to  produce  evidence,  and  to 
be  heard  at  such  hearing.  Interested 
parties  desiring  to  appear  at  the  public 
hearing  should  notify  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tariff  Commission,  in  writing,  at  its 
offices  in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  least  5 
days  in  advance  of  the  date  set  for  the 
hearing. 

Issued:  February  9,  1972. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

[seal!  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary . 

(FR  Doc.72-2165  Filed  2-ll-72;8:53  amj 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

February  9, 1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  64373  Sub  6,  Clarkson  Bros.  Machinery 
Haulers,  Inc.,  assigned  February  9,  1972, 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  canceled  and  appli¬ 
cation  dismissed. 

MC  116331  Sub  318,  Truck  Transport,  Inc., 
continued  to  February  23,  1972,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  115092  Sub  14,  Weiss  Trucking,  Inc.,  as¬ 
signed  February  22,  1972,  at  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  Is  canceled  and  the  application  Is 
dismissed. 

MC-F-11321,  Central  Transport,  Inc.t  Et  Al- 
V-Red  Line  Express,  Inc.  and  Short  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  February  24,  1972, 
at  Columbus,  Ohio,  postponed  Indefinitely. 
MC  107295  Sub  300,  Pre-Fab  Transit  Co.,  now 
being  assigned  March  20,  1972,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC-F-11016,  Laldlaw  Transport  Ltd. — Pur¬ 
chase — Pettaplece  Cartage  Ltd.,  assigned 
March  9,  1972,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Is 
postponed  to  April  25,  1972,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  51146  Sub  205,  Schneider  Transport  & 
Storage,  Inc.,  assigned  March  1,  1972,  MC 
100666  Sub  188,  Melton  Truck  Lines,  Inc., 
assigned  February  25,  1972,  MC  107002  Sub 
405,  Miller  Transporters,  Inc.,  assigned 
February  28,  1972,  MC  127028  Sub  7,  Brede- 
hoeft  Produce  Co.,  Inc.,  assigned  Febru¬ 


ary  23,  1972,  MC  127689  Sub  42,  Pascagoula 
Drayage  Co.,  Inc.,  assigned  February  25, 
1972,  and  MC  135586,  Prassel  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  assigned  February  24,  1972,  at  New 
Orleans,  La.,  will  be  held  In  Room  1210, 
701  Loyola  Avenue. 

MC  133095  Sub  12,  Texas  Continental  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  now  assigned  February  14,  1972, 
at  Dallas,  Tex.,  canceled  and  application 
dismissed. 

I  &  S  8692,  Vegetables  &  Melons,  between  west 
and  southwest,  midwest,  and  south,  heard 
February  1,  through  February  4,  1972,  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  continued  to  Feb¬ 
ruary  9.  through  February  15,  1972,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC-C— 7699,  K.  L.  Breeden  &  Sons,  Inc. — In¬ 
vestigation  and  Revocation  of  Certifi¬ 
cates,  now  being  assigned  March  13,  1972, 
In  Room  8212  Federal  Building,  515  Rusk 
Street,  Houston,  Tex. 

MC  29886  Sub  270,  Dallas  &  Mavis  Forwarding 
Co.,  heard  February  3  through  February  4, 
1972,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  has  been  continued 
to  February  28,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC  135104,  A.  J.  Archie  Ooodale  Ltd.,  heard 
January  31,  through  February  4,  1972,  at 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  and  continued  to  March  20, 
1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2175  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

February  9, 1972. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
§  1100.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  42348 — Plasticizers  or  solvents 
to  points  in  New  Jersey.  Filed  by  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B- 
290) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  plasticizers  or  solvents,  in  tank  car¬ 
loads,  as  described  in  the  application, 
from  Taft,  La.,  to  Bayway,  Bayonne, 
Carteret,  and  Elizabethport,  N.J. 

Grounds  for  relief — Private  water 
competition. 

Tariff — Supplement  335  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
4668.  Rates  are  published  to  become 
effective  on  March  7,  1972. 

By  the  commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-2176  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  am] 


[Notice  15] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February  9,  1972. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 


As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-73178.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Command  Truck¬ 
ing  Corp.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  in  certificate  No.  MC-1 17412 
issued  February  24,  1967,  to  Industrial 
Carriers  Corp.,  Newark,  N.J.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and  general 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  over  a 
regular  route,  between  Morristown,  N.J., 
and  New  York,  N.Y.,  serving  specified 
intermediate  and  off-route  points;  and 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  horses  and  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Morristown,  N.J.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  of  Morristown,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Long  Island,  N.Y., 
Westchester  County,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  commercial  zone,  and  a  specified 
area  in  Pennsylvania,  Robert  B.  Pepper, 
174  Brower  Avenue,  Edison,  NY  08817, 
Representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73346.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Cobum  Moving 
&  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  2236  Brookfield 
Drive  SW.,  Roanoke,  VA  24018  of  that 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth 
in  certificate  No.  MC-106274  (Sub-No.  6) 
issued  March  29,  1965,  in  the  name  of 
Raeford  Trucking  Co.,  a  corporation,  and 
acquired  by  John  L.  Brown,  2236  Brook¬ 
field  Drive  SW.,  Roanoke,  VA  24018,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  machin¬ 
ery,  from  points  in  Virginia  to  points  in 
Caswell  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-FC-73379.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Aavon  Moving 
&  Storage,  Inc.,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  of  cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-126846  issued  February  3, 
1970,  to  Ted  V.  Rhode  and  Mary  H. 
Rhode,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Aavon  Moving  &  Storage,  Cheyenne, 
Wyo.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of : 
Used  household  goods,  between  points  in 
Albany  and  Laramie  Counties,  Wyo. 
Robert  S.  Stauffer,  attorney,  3539  Boston 
Road,  Cheyenne,  WY  82001. 

No.  MC-FC-73403.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  William  W. 
Shirley,  doing  business  as  S  &  S  Truck¬ 
ing  Co.,  Jackson,  Miss.,  of  permit  No. 
MC-134560  issued  June  4, 1971,  to  Robert 
J.  Little,  Jackson,  Miss.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of :  Lumber,  between 
points  in  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  and  Texas.  Donald  B.  Mor¬ 
rison,  attorney,  717  Deposit  Guaranty 
Bank,  Post  Office  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS 
39205. 
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No.  MC-FC-73408.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Boyer  Truck 
Line,  Inc.,  Lowden,  Iowa,  of  certificates 
Nos.  MC-93674  and  MC-93674  (Sub-No. 

2)  issued  November  27, 1956,  to  Vernon  A. 
Boyer,  Lowden,  Iowa,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  General  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  and  various 
commodities  of  a  general  commodity  na¬ 
ture,  between  points  in  Illinois,  and 
Iowa,  Larry  D.  Knox,  attorney,  Hubbell 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC-FC-73448.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  General  Cartage 
Co.,  Inc.  (Iowa  corporation),  Sterling, 
HI.,  of  permits  Nos.  MC-114829  (Sub-No. 

3) ,  MC-114829  (Sub-No.  5),  and  MC- 
114829  (Sub-No.  7),  issued  February  1, 
1956,  October  15, 1969,  and  April  21,  1971, 
respectively,  to  General  Cartage  Co.,  Inc. 
(Illinois  corporation).  Sterling,  HI.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  with  the  usual  exceptions, 
between  specified  points  in  Iowa  and  H- 
linois;  pulpboard,  pulpboard  boxes,  and 
damaged  or  defective  pulpboard,  and 


pulpboard  boxes,  from  and  to  points  in 
Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  and  Rock  Is¬ 
land,  HI.;  paper  and  paper  products, 
from  Rock  Island,  HI.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  and  Minnesota,  and  pulpboard, 
pulpboard  boxes,  and  parts  therefor, 
from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Iowa, 
Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73453.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Schjoneman 
Trucking,  Inc.,  Colby,  Wis.,  of  certificate 
No.  MC-103786  (Sub-No.  4),  issued 
July  3,  1953,  to  Gordon  Doine,  doing 
business  as  Central  Wisconsin  Petroleum 
Transport,  Marshfield,  Wis.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  from  Minneapolis,  St. 
Paul,  New  Brighton,  and  Winona,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Jackson,  Clark,  Wood,  Mara¬ 
thon,  Portage,  Adams,  Juneau,  Monroe, 
and  Vernon  Counties,  Wis.;  and  dam¬ 


aged,  defective,  rejected,  or  returned 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  over  irregular  routes,  from  the 
above-specified  destination  points  to  the 
above-designated  origin  points.  Nancy  J. 
Johnson,  4506  Regent  Street,  Madison, 
WI  53705,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73459.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Gerald  R.  Priest 
and  Helen  M.  Priest,  doing  business  as 
G  &  H  Transfer,  Red  Cloud,  Nebr.,  of 
certificate  of  registration  No.  MC-120882 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  November  18,  1963, 
to  Ronald  R.  Dickerson  and  Laveme  A. 
Dickerson,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  Dickerson  Transfer,  Franklin,  Nebr., 
evidencing  a  right  to  engage  in  trans¬ 
portation  in  interstate  commerce  cor¬ 
responding  in  scopy  to  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  No.  M- 
11228,  dated  January  11,  1961,  issued  by 
the  Nebraska  State  Railway  Commis¬ 
sion.  Duan  L.  Stromer,  Box  315,  Hast¬ 
ings,  NE  68901,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc. 72-2177  Filed  2-11-72:8:49  am] 
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